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CHRONOLOGY OF THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES.” 


THE PARLIAMENTARY HISTORY contains all that can be collected of the Legislative 
History of this country from the Conquest to the close of the XVIL[Ith Century (1803), 36 vols. 
The chief sources whence these Debates are derived are the Constitutional History, 24 vols. ; 
Sir Simonds D’Ewes’ Journal; Debates of the Commons in 1620 and 1621; Chandler and 
Timberland’s Debates, 22 vols. ; Grey’s Debates of the Commons, from 1667 to 1694, 10 vols. : 
Almon’s Debates, 24 vols. ; Debrett’s Debates, 63 vols.; The Hardwicke Papers ; Debates in 
Parliament by Dr. Johnson, &c., Xe. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES commence with the year 1803, and the contents are 
set forth in the following Chronological Table :— 





HISTORY. (SixtH PARLIAMENT.) 





CONQUEST to 34 GEO. II.—1066 to 1760, Vol. 39 & 40...59 Guo. IIL. ...... 1819 
a 60 — ... 1819-20 


Vol. 1 to 15, 1 Witt. I. to 34 Geo. II. 
1066-1760 . 
Second Series. 


REIGN OF GEORGE III.—1760 to 1820. REIGN OF GEORGE IV.—1820 to 1830. 


Vol. 15 to 35, 1 Gro. ILL. to 40 Gro. IIL. 


1760-1800 (SEVENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
: ; Vol. 1 to 3. 1 Gua TY, «.... 1820 
(First PARLIAMENT.) a) Ae ee ai eas 1821 
VORS5: vccveess 41 Geo. IIL......... 180}; — 6— @&...-¢6 ——) edades 1822 
—— OO ccacenses 42 Seer weeuanuas 1802 — s8— 9... 4 as ieuues 13823 
— 10—11... 5 amt «Qeenes 1824 
(SECOND PARLIAMENT.) s _ i ; tare. “om 
CAM ccs. rn... ret a ies 
E (Eigurit, PARLIAMENT.) 
DEBATES. er 7 Guo. IV. ...... 1826 
meal (omrreirre 5 wo! ie eaeee 1827 
sinaealeacasinn ee ee sea ite 1828 
(SECOND PARLIAMENT—vontinued.) <2 He O10 ent saa? 1829 
Vol. 1 & 2...44 Geo. IIL...... 1803-4, — 22 to 25...11 soe peat 1830 
— 3to 5...45 == fadyas 1805 
— 6 & 7...46 == _-gaetiee 1806 Third Series. 
(THikp PARLIAMENT. ) REIGN OF WILLIAM IV:—1830 to 1837. 
Vol. 8 & 9...47 GEO. ILI. oseecee 1806-7 (NINTH PARLIAMENT. ) 
; Vek 1 ta 3... Waa. F...c..- 1830-1] 
(FouRTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. K to ap Gero. III. ...... gin (TENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
— 13— HM... a 809 | ., : é 
2... iaio| ok to 6... 2 Wate DW... 1832 
« OO ee ee — 
— 21 — 23...52 ——~ —deweee 1812 
(ELEVENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
(FIFTH PARLIAMENT.) Vol. 15 to 20... 2 Wien. FV. ...... 1835 
° a5 Q9, 
14 2 eM... tae OP Oe — 
— 27 & %...54 — ... 1813-14 m ; a 
— 99 to 3)...55 —- .., J8h-165 (TWELFTH PARLIAMENT.) 
— 32 — 34...56 —— —deeeee 1816 | Vol. 26 to 30... 6 Wit. IV....... L835 
— 35 & 36...57 — —beeeee 1817; — 31— 35... 7 —= sasses 1836 


— 37 — 38...58 Cee 1818, — 36— 38... 8 teens 1837 








CHRONOLOGY OF 
REIGN OF VICTORIA—1837 to 1901. 


(THIRTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 


iv 


Vol. 39 to 44.. ‘f VICTORIA ...... 1838 
— 45— og te — beeen 1839 
— 51— = — = eae 1840 
- 66— 58. + - (a) 1841 
; (FOURTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
ee. errs 4 Victoria (b) 1841 
— 60to 65... 5 —=  —-“awaae 1842 
— 66— 71... 6 = Sasa 1843 
— 72— 76... 7 — anaes 1844 
— T7— 82... 8 OT 1845 
— 83 — 8&8... 9 = anaes 1846 
— 89— 94..10 — (a) 1847 
(FIFTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 96... wesc 10 Vicrorta = (b) 1847 
~ 96 to101...11 = Ate ane 1848 
— 102 —107...12 SF bane 1849 
— 108 —113...13 — sane 1850 
— 114 —118...14 — saa eee 1851 
— 119—122..15 — (a) 1852 


(SIXTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 


eer 15 Victoria (b) 1852 
— 124 to129...16 = agieteete 1853 
— 130 —135...17 m8 eahdielets 1854 
— 136 —-139...18 sane 1855 
— 140 —143...19 —  Saiens 1856 
| eee o>  - (a) 1857 
(SEVENTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 145 to 147...20 Victoria (b) 1857 
— 148 —151...21 —— rt 1858 
— 152 —153...22 -- (a) 1859 
(EIGHTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 154 to 155...22 Vicrorta  (b) 1859 
— 156 —160...23 — bene 1860 
— 161 —164...24 eT TS 1861 
— 165 —168...25 = “Bwees 1862 
-— 169 —172...26 ss Syreas 1863 
— 173 —176...27 aS | Heaecs 1864 
— 177 —180...28 keene 1865 
(NINETEENTH PARLIAMEN1.) 
Vol. 181 to 184...29 Vicrorta...... 1866 
— 185 —189...30 me ceases 1867 
— 190 —193...31 — .. 1867-8 


(TWENTIETH PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 194 to 198...32 VicrorraA ... 1868-9 | 
~=-/ 199: —203::.33 a aac ak 1870 
— 204 —208...34 i . 1871 
— 209 —213..,35 TT 1872 
— 214 —217...36 alae 1873 
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“THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES ”—cont. 


(Twenty-First PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 218 to 221...37 Victoria ...... 1874 
—- 222 —296...38 at weeps 1875 
— 227 —231...39 mie eetawle 1876 
— 232 —236...40 See ig hacer 1877 
— 237 —242...41 my waene 1878 
— 2943 —249...42 as ... 1878-9 
—— 260 &251..43 — (a) 1880 


(TWENTY-SECOND PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 252 to 256...43 Victoria (b) 1880 
— 257 —265...44 we eee 188] 
~ 46 6 (a) 1882 
— 94 £3%..45 .— (b) 1882 
— 276 to 283...46 — . dewses 1883 
— 284 —292...47 —— "seats 1884 
— 293 —301...48 —_ 1884-5 


(TWENTY-THIRD PARLIAMENT.) 
. 302 to 307...49 VICTORIA 
(TWENTY-FOURTH PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 308 & 309...49 Vicrorta  (b) 1886 
— 310 to 321...50 baa tte 1887 
— 322 —332...51 == istnee 1888 
— 333 —340...52 a = .yerbees 1889 
— 341 —348...53 = Seca 1890 
— 349 —356...54 ~ 1890-] 


Fourth Series. 
(TWENTY-FoURTH PARLIAMENT—cont.) 





(a) 1886 | 


faa) 1892 | 
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Vol. lto 6...55 VicToRIA 
(TWENTY-FIFTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Fe. Fea 56 VICTORIA ...... 1892 
— 8 to 21...57 — 1893-4 
— 22 — 29...57 a 1894 
— 30— 35...58 Oe Sixes 1895 
(TWENTY-SIXTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 36 .........59 VICTORIA ...... 1895 
—- 37 to 44..59 — 1895-6 
— 45 — 52...60 = —wenivie' 1897 
— 53 — 65...61 — gales 1898 
— 66 — 76...62 — kena 1899 
nia 63 — eee 1899 
— 78 — 83...63 —> ees 1900 
— 8&4 63&64 -- we. 1900 
— 85 — 87...64 — —sesines 1900 | 
(TWENTY-SEVENTH PARLIAMENT.) | 
Vek. BB scssrvans 64 VICTORIA ...... 1900 


REIGN OF EDWARD VII. 
(TWENTY-SEVENTH PARLIAMENT—cont.) 
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HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS 
OF STATE, Eve, 


THE CABINET. 


Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury——Rt. Hon. ARTHUR J. BALFOUR. 
Lord President of the Council and President of the Board of Education-——Most Hon. the 
Marquess of LONDONDERRY, K.G. 
Lord Chancellor Rt. Hon. Earl of HALSbury. 
Secretaries of State—— 
Foreign Affairs——Most Hon. the Marquess of LANSDOWNE, K.G. 
Home Department it. Hon. A. AKERS-DOUGLAS, M.P. 
Colonial——-Rt. Hon. ALFRED LYTTELTON, M.P. 
War——Rt. Hon. H. O. ARNOLD-ForstTer, M.P. 
India Rt. Hon. St. JoHN Broprick, M.P. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer ——Rt. Hon. J. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, M.P. 
First Lord of the Admiralty—-Rt. Hon. Earl Cawpor. 
Lord Chancellor of Ireland——Rt. Hon. Lord ASHBOURNE. 
President of the Board of Trade Most Hon. the MARQUESS OF SALISBURY. 
Postmaster-General——Rt. Hon. Lord STANLEY, M.P. 
Secretary for Scotland Most Noble the Marquess of LINLITHGOW. 
President of the Local Government Board——Rt. Hon. GERALD BALKour, M.P. 
President of the Board of Agriculture Rt. Hon. AILWYN FELLOWES. 
Chief Secretary for Ireland Rt. Hon. WALTER LONG, M.P 
Lord Privy Seal——Most Hon. the Marquess of SALISBURY. 


























NOT IN THE CABINET. 


Parliamentary Secretary to the Treasury ——Rt. Hon. Sir A, ACLAND-Hoop, Bt., M.P. 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury ——Vicror CAVENDISH, Esq., M.P. 
Secretary to the Board of Education Sir WILLIAM ANSON, M.P. 
Secretary to the Admiralty——E. G. PReTyMAN, Esq., M.P. 
{ Lorp BALCARRES, M.P. 
H. W. Forster, Esq., M.P. 
LorD EpMUND TALBOT, M.P. 
— Sir JOHN FisHer, G.C.B. 
; : cn Te tear-Admiral Sir C. C. Drury, K.C.S.L. 
Lords of the Admiralty ~~ | Rear-Admiral W. H. May, MLV.O. 
Capt. F. G. INGLEFIELD, R.N. 
Civil Lord of the Admiralty——Artuur H. LEr, Esq., M.P. 
THE SECRETARY OF STATE FOR WAR [in the Cabinet). 
Lt.-Gen. Sir N. G. Lyrreiron, K.C.B., (Chief of General Staff). 
Major-General C. W. H. DouGLAs (Adjutant-General). 
Major-General H. C. O. PLUMER, C.B. (Quartermaster-General). 
Army Council—— — Major-General Sir J. W. Murray, K.C.B. (Master General of the Ordnance). 
THE UNDER-SECRETARY OF STATE FOR WAR. 
THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY TO THE WAR OFFICE. 
Secretary. THE PERMANENT UNDER-SECRETARY OF STATE FOR WAR 
(Col. Sir E. W. D. Warp, K.C.B.). 
Tnspector-General of the Forees——General H.R.H. the Duke of CONNAUGHT, K.G., K.P., ete. 








Lords of the Treasury ——- 


Parliamentary Secretary, Foreign Office ——Earl Percy, M.P. 

Varhamentary Secretary, Home Office——Hon. T. H. Cocurane, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Colonial Otlice——His Grace the Duke of MARLBOROUGH. 
Parliamentary Secretary, India Oftice——Most Noble the Marquess of BATH. 





Parliamentary Secretary, War Office——Rt. Hon. Earl of DoNOUGHMORE. 

Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Trade——A. BoNAR LAw Esq., M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Local Government Board ——J. GRANT LAWson, Esq., M.P. 
Financial Secretary, War Otlice—W. BroMLEY DAVENPORT, Esq., M.P. 

Attorney -General——Sir R. B. FInuay, K.C., M.-P. 

Solicitor-General-——Rt. Hon. Sir EK. CArson, K.C., M.P. 

Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland Rt. Hon. Earl of DUDLEY. 

The Lord Advocate——-C. Scott Dickson, Esq., K.C., M.P. 

Chancellor of the Duchy of Laneaster——Rt. Hon. Sir WM. WALROND, Bt., M.P, 








vi HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF STATE —(Cont.) 
OTHER OFFICERS OF STATE 





Judge Advocate-General—— 


Lord Chamberlain——Rt. Hon. Karl of CLARENDON, G.C.B. & 
Vice-Chamberlain——Rt. Hon. Lord WOLVERTON. I 
Lord Steward—-—Rt. Hon, Karl of Pembroke anp Montcomery, G.C.V.O. : 
Master of the Horse-———His Grace the Duke of PortLanp, K.G., G.C.V.O. 
Paymaster-General——-Rt. Hon. Sir SAVILE CrossLey, Bt., M.V.O., M.P. 
Comptroller of the Household -Viscount Vatentia, M.V.O., M.P. 
Treasurer of the Houseliold——-The Marquess of HAMILTON, M,P. 
Captain Yeomen of the Guard—Rt.' Hon. Earl WALDEGRAVE. 

/Rt. Hon. Karl of Kinrorr, G.C.M.G. 

Rt. Hon. Earl of Denpianu. 

Rt. Hon. Viscount Crurcuir, K.C.V.0. 

Rt. Hon, Karl of Error. 
) Rt. Hon. Lord LAWRENCE. 

Rt. Hon. Lord Surrrenp, G.C.V.0., K.C.B. 

Rt. Hon. Lord Kenyon. 


Lords-in- Waiting —— 


SCOTLAND. 


Secretary for Scotland and Keeper of the Great Seal——The Most Noble the Marquess of | 
LINLiTHGOW. 

Lord Justice-General——Rt. Hon. Lorp DUNEDIN. 

Lord Advocate——Rt. Hon. C. Scorr Dickson, Esq., K.C., M.P. 

Lord Justice Clerk——Rt. Hon. Lord Kinspureu, C.B. 

Lord Clerk Register——His Grace the Duke of Montrosr, K.T. 


Lord High Commissioner——Rt. Hon. Earl of LEVEN AND MELVILLE. 
Solicitor-General——E, T. SALVENSEN, Esq., K.C. 
IRELAND. 
Lord Lieutenant—— Rt. Hon. Kar] of DupLrEy. 
Lord Chancellor——Kt. Hon. Lord ASHBOURNE. 


Chief Secretary and Keeper of Privy Seal——Rt. Hon. WALTER Lona, M.P. 





Under Secretary ——Sir ANTONY MACDONNELL, G.C.S.[. K.C.V.O. j 
Department of Agriculture and Technical Instruction——President : The Rt. Hon. the CHIEF | 
SECRETARY FOR IRELAND; Vice-President: Rt. Hon. Horace PLUNKETT. ' 
Attorney-General——Rt. Hon. J. Atkrxson, K.C., M.P. 
Nolicitor-General——J. H. M. Camppert, Esqy., K.C., M.P. 
7 A OTA) { yon A) TOP N) fl \ 
PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Chairman of Committees——Rt. Hon. Earl of ONstow. 
Clerk of Parliaments——Sir Henry J. L. Granam, K.C.B. 
Deputy Clerk of Parliaments (Clerk Assistant)——Hon. E. P. Tuestcrr, C.B. 
Reading-Clerk and Clerk of Outdoor Committees——Epwarp HALL ALpERSON, Esq. 
Counsel to the Chairman of Committees——ALBeERT Gray, Esq, 
Chief Clerk and Clerk of Public Bills——A. Harrison, Usq, 
Senior Clerks—— i 
Principal Clerk, Judicial Department, and Taxing Officer of Judicial Costs——J. F. | 


SKENF, Esq. 

Clerk of the Journals——W, A. Lricn, Esq. 
Principal Clerk of Private Committees——J. F. Symons Jeune, Esq. 
Peers’ Printed Paper Office——C. L. ANsTRUTHER, Esq. 
W. H. Haminron Gorpon, Esq. 

Other Clerks—Hon. A. McDonneti; A. H. Roptnsonx, Esq. (Clerk of Private Bills); H. P. 
St. Joun, Esq.; V. M. Brppunpu, Esq.; Hon. E. A. Stoxor; H. J. F. Bapeey, Esq. ; 
C. HrapiamM, Esq. ; J. B. Hornam, Esq. ; E. C. Vicors, Esq. ; A. TENNYSON, Esq. ; and 
G. D. Luann, Esq. 

Accountant and Copyist——Mr. T. A. Court. 

Assistant Copyists——Mr. H. P. Norris and Mr. R. A. Court. 

Messengers——Messrs. A. A. Worrenn, C. E. Cuiziert, A. M. Stoutn, J. W. F. Locke, 
J. MeMinvan, G. Bexnert, G. 'T. Pump. 

Librarian—--EpMUND Gossr, Esq., LL.D. 

Assistant Librarian——A. H. M. Burner. 

Attendant-——Mr, W. WorrFenr. 











-—LOe 


~_— Sf 


BA et Mm Atv aT em” 


— “f> 


owe. 





of | 


a 


Ey 











PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS—-(Coné.) vii 


Examiners for Standing Orders——C. W. Campton, Esq.; J. F. Symons Jeune, Esq. ; Clerk 
——B. H. Fen, Esq. 

Gentleman Usher of the Black Rod ——Admiral Sir F. H. Stephenson, G.C.V.O., K.C.B. 

Yeoman Usher——Captain T. D. Burner. 

Serjeant-at-Arms——Lt.-Col. Rt. Hon. Sir FLretwoop I. Eowarps, G.C.V.0., K.C.B. 

Deputy Serjeant-at-Arms——S. Hanp, Esq. 

Resident Superintendent——J. K. Winttams, Esq. 

Shorthand Writer——-W. Hl. GURNEY SALTER, Esq. 

Principal Doorkeepers—— Messrs. W. CHANDLER, E. Fox, F. HouMAn. 

First Class Assistants——Messrs. C. WALKER, J. HEDLEY, J. LANE, B. GALLOP. 

Second Class Assistants——Messrs. H. B. Strevens, G. W. Cross, W. Storer. 

Third Class Assistants ——Messis. J. WooLacort, A. A. Epnry, J. F. BAuM. 

Messengers——Messrs. A. J. SOLMAN, J. B. Forsyru, C. CHAPMAN, W. PHILLIPS, 
W. W. MEATEs. 

Superintendent of Refreshment Rooms——Mr. W  CASBon. 

Inspector of Police attending the House of Lords——Mr. A. PALMER. 

Clerk of the Works, Houses of Parliament——Mr. C. J. WILLIAMS. 

Resident Engineer, Houses of Parliament——Mr. A. P. PATEY. 


PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Clerk of the House of Commons——Sir CoURTNEY PEREGRINE ILBERT, K.C.S.L, C.LE. 

Clerk-Assistant——ARTHUR W. NICHOLSON, Esq. 

Second Clerk-Assistant——T. L. WEBSTER, Esq. 

Principal Clerks—— 

Public Bill Office, and Clerk of Fees——W. Gripnons, Esq., C.B. 
Clerk of the Journals——W. H. Ley, Esq. 

Committee Oflice——R. Dickinson, Esq. 

Private Bill Office ——J. H. W. Somerset, Esq. 

Senior Clerks——F. St. Grorcrk TuppPer, Esq. ; H. C. Tower .Esq.;C. V. FRERE, Esq. ; 
L. T. LE MARCHANT, Esq.; G. C. GIFFARD, Esq.; Sir E, H. DoYLe, Bart. 

Assistant Clerks——S. L. SIMEON, Esq. ; ARTHUR I. DASENT, Esq. ; E. C. HOWE Browne, 
Esq. ; HoRACE West, Esq. ; HENRY A. FERGUSON-DAVIE, Esq. ; ARTHUR H. ELLIS, Esq. ; 
Percy A. Bui, Esq.; F. R. WILLIAMS WYNN, Esq. ; W. E. GREY, Esq.; F. C. 
HOLLAND, Esq. ; J. W. G. Bonp, Esq. 

Junior Clerks——H. C. DAWKINS, Esq. ; R. P. CoLomp, Esq. ; B. H. FE, Esq. ; R. E. 
CHILDERS, Esq. ; J. Scorr PorTER, Esq.; F. C. BRAMWELL, Esq. ; W. T. LEGGE, Esq., 
C. RK. TURNER, Esq.; W. K. Gippons, Esq.; A. E. A. W. Smytu, Esq.; K. J. C, 
Moorsom, Esq. ; R. D. RApcitvFE, Esq., W. P. JOHNSTONE, Esq. 

Serjeant-at-Arms——H. D. ERSKINE, Esq., C.V.O. 

Deputy Serjeant——F. R. Gosserr, Esq. 

Assistant Sergeant——W. H. ErskINE, Esq. 

Office Messenger——Mr. C. J. H. SHEARN. 

Chaplain to the House——The Ven. Archdeacon BASIL WILBERFORCE, D.D. 

Secretary to the Speaker——EpWARD GULLY, Esq., C.B. 

Counsel to the Speaker——Hon. Sir E. CHANDOS LEIGH, K.C., K.C.B. 

Trainhbearer——Mr. J. FRENCH. 

Messenger——Mr. W. MURRELL. 

Collector of Fees on Private Bills——C. L. Lock ton, Esq. 

Clerk to Referees——Sir E. H. Doyur, Bart. 

Examiners of Private Bills——C. W. Campton, Esq. ; J. F. SYMONS JEUNE, Esq. 

Taxing Master——C. W. Campion, Esq. ; Clerk——B. H. FELL, Esq. 

Vote Office—— 

Principal Clerk——PHILIp Smit, Esq. 
Assistant Clerks——H. OTWAY MAYNE, Esq. ; JOHN Poyser, Esq. 
Messenger ——Mr. JOHN EDWARDS. 

Librarian——R. C. WALPOLE, Esq. ; Assistant Librarian——TermpLr Franks, Esq., B.C.L. 
Clerks in Library——Messrs. J. RK. Crimp, WM. STEWART; Messengers Messrs. 
A. Firmin, W. HAGUE. 

Shorthand Writer——W. H. GurRNEY SALTER, Esq. 

Printers—— 

Journals——G. FE. Briscor Eyre, Esq. 
Votes—--J. B. NICHOLS, Esq. 

Postmaster——Mr, I. LINcoLN ; Hall Keeper——Mr. J. GLYNN. 

Office Keeper——Mr. H. Bu.ock. 

Oftice Clerk in Committee Otlice——Mr. T. FIELDEN MITCHELL. 

Office Clerk in Journal Office——Mr. A. A. TAYLOR. 

Messengers—— Messrs. C. DAvir, H. Jonrs, G. D. Wester, J. ARMSTRONG, J. WooDWArD, 
J. Ivory, G. NorMAN, J. SURREY, A. SEPPLE. 

Doorkeepers——Mr. M. INGLEFIELP and Mr. H. HAMBLING, 











viii PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF COMMONS—(Cont.) 


Messengers (Ist Class)—-—-Mr. C. Woopcrart, Mr. R. Rospertson, Mr. J. Hvis, Mr. J. 
SPRAGUE, Mr. A. ANDREWS, Mr. T. B. SprAy, Mr. G. ANsTEY, Mr. J. H. Day, Mr. 
J. HENDERSON, 

Messengers (2nd Class) ——-Messrs. G. WAINWRIGHT, J. GUYATT, R. TURTLE, A. HASKELI, 
a C. JOHNSON, G. CLAPPERTON, H. E. LININGTON, H. G. Emmett, J. L. PHinip, W. 
“INDLAY. 

Superintendent of Members’ Waiting Room——Mr. J. F. HENLEY; Assistant--—Mr. W. 
BROADBENT ; Porters——Messrs. J. ORAM and J. HART. 

Inspector of Police attending the House of Commons——Mr. SCANTLEBURY. 
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VOLUME CXLVI. 
SIXTH VOLUME OF SESSION, 1905. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: THURSDAY, lita MAY, 1905. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that no Stand- 
ing Orders are applicable to the following Bills :—Local Government Provi- 
sional Orders (No. 2); Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 3); 
Local Government Provisional Orders (Poor Law). The same were ordered 
to lie on the Table 


RHYMNEY AND ABER VALLEYS GAS AND WATER COMPANY—(PETITION FOR BILL). 
—Examiner’s Certificate of non-compliance with the Standing Orders re- 
ferred to the Standing Orders Committee on Tuesday next 


Donovan’s Divorce Bill [...].—A witness ordered to attend on the Second 
Reading of the Bill, and to produce a document en as “a 


Hastings Tramways Bill [x..].—Report from the Select Committee, That the 
Committee had not proceeded with the consideration of the Bill, no parties 
having appeared in opposition thereto ; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table. The orders made on the 13th and 31st of March last discharged, 
and Bill committed 


South Lancashire Tramways Bill [#.u.]—The Cuairman or Commirrees 
informed the House that the opposition to the Bill was withdrawn. The 
order made on the 30th of March last discharged, and Bill committed 


Accrington Corporation Bill.—The Cuarrman or Committees informed the 
House that the opposition to the Bill was withdrawn. The order made on 
Tuesday last discharged, and Bill committed .. 


London and India Docks Company Bill [1.1.].—The Cuairman or Com- 
MITTEES informed the House that the promoters do not intend to proceed 
further with the Bill. The order of the 14th of ei last ee 
Ordered, That the Bill be not further proceeded with . ‘cs ‘ 
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Acton Sewage Bill ; Birmingham Corpor. .tion Bill.—Read 2', and committed. 
The Committee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection ee ys 


Brentwood Gas Bill; (Great Berkhampstead Gas Bill.—Read 2", and com- 
mitted sla ‘ ' i - ¥y se - - ie 


Ilfracombe Harbour and neem Bil].—Read 2', and committed 
for Thursday next , i " ¥4 eh Pa 


London Gas Bill.—Read 2*, and committed. The Committee to be proposed 
by the Committee of Selection .. ‘ os ea ee 


Otley Improvement Bill.—Read 2", and committed for Thursday next 


Great Northern Railway Bill.—Read 2", and committed. The Committce 
to be proposed by the Committee of Selection .. : we - os 


Nottingham and Retford Railway Bill; Seaham Gas Bill.—Read i and 
committed for Thursday next ‘ es ‘ 


Croydon Gas Bill.—Read 2", and committed 


Hitchin and District Gas Bill.—Read 2", and committed. The Committee 
to be proposed by the Committee of Selection .. me ee ae 


McDonnell’s Divorce Bill [#.1..}.—Message from the Commons for copy of the 
Minutes of Evidence taken before this House, together with the proceedings 
and the documents deposited in the case. Ordered to be communicated, 
with a request that they may be returned 


Hull, Barnsley, and West Riding Junction Railway and Dock Bill; 
Great Central Railway (Pension Fund) Bill [#.1.]; Morley Corporation 
_Bill; Llandrindod Wells Urban District Seem Bill [u.L.]; Acton Sewage 
Bill : Birmingham Corporation Bill; Great Northern Railway Bill; 
Wellingborough and District Tramroads and Electricity Supply Bill [H.1.] ; 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne Corporation Bill [H.1.].—Report from the Com- 
mittee of Selection, That the following Lords be proposed to the House 
to form the Select Committee for the consideration of the said Bills ; viz. 

V. Ridley, 

L. Belhaven and Stenton, 

L. Ravensworth, 

L. Brougham and Vaux (Chairman), 
L. Biddulph ; 


agreed to; and the said Lords appointed accordingly. The Committee 
to meet on Thursday next, at Eleven o’clock ; and all petitions referred 
to the Committee, with leave to the petitioners praying to be heard by 
counsel against the Bills to be heard as desired, as also counsel for the Bills 


Metropolitan Police ieee wad “ae —Read 3* (according to 
order), and passed $i be e® 


Gas and Water aes Contention m 1 -m (a. L. “I —Read 2" (accord- 


ing to order) % ae ie a 
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Gamble’s Divorce Bill [u.t.].—House in Committee (according to erder). An 
Amendment made. Standing Committee negatived. The Report of 
Amendment to be received on Monday next .. oe sa ‘a aa 


Malone’s Divorce (Validation) Bill [#.L.].—House in Committee (according 
to order). Bill reported without Amendment. Standing Committee 
negatived ; and Bill to be read 3* on Monday next 


Lautour’s Divorce Bill [#.t.].—House in Committee (according to order). 
An Amendment mide. Standing Committee negatived. The oy ca of 
Amendment to be received on Monday next ., be oe ‘ a 


PETITIONS. 


LicenseD Houses.—Petition for early closing of ; of Lewisham Union; reaa, 
and ordered to lie on the Table .. a as #s ee - “a 


Sunpay Ciosine (Suors) Biiw [H.1.].—Petition in favour of; of neetiaiie 
Corporation ; read, a ordered to lie on the Table .. ee oe . 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Ratuway Rerurns.—Return relating to the railways of the United Kingdom 
for the year 1904. Preliminary statement .. sie <i ee e. 


Trape Reports: ANNUAL Sertes.—No. 3367, Greece (Cyclades) ; No. 3368, 
France (Havre); No. 3369, Greece (Morea, Aetolia, and Acarnania) ; 
No. 3370, Greeee (Piraeus) “ ev os “a 


Army.—Return of stores and supplies despatched to South Africa during the 
period 1899-1901 destroyed oe Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table .. és : oP a oF - a 


Tramways Act, 1870.—Report by the Board of Trade as to dispensing with the 
consent of the County Councii of Glamorgan to the Aberavon Tramways 
Provisional Order <a - “s a4 ¥s +e 


INDIA. et 
Home accounts. Home accounts of the Government of India. 


Estimate. Estimate of Revenue and Expenditure of the Government 
of India for the year 1904-1905, compared with the results of 1905-1904. 


Finance and Revenue Accounts. Finance and Revenue Accounts of 
the Government of India. for the year 1903-1904 


Boarp oF Epucation (REPORT UNDER WELSH INTERMEDIATE Epucation ACT, 
1889).—Report of the Board of Education on the administration of schools 
under the Act ; - es ai ” é - a 


SoMALILAND PRoTECTORATE.—Treasury Minute, dated 13th April, 1905, as to 
audit of the accounts of the Somaliland Protectorate .. ‘ P 


Companies (WINDING-UP) Act, 1890.—Account showing receipts and expendi- 
ture on account of proceedings under the Companies (Winding-up) Act, 
1890, during the year ended 31st March, 1905 .. ‘ig ‘ 
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Bankruptcy Act, 1883 (PRocEEDINGs).—Accounts showing the receipts and 


expenditure on account of se sania aie during the year ended 
3ist March, 1905 .. : ee 


SuPERANNUATION.—Treasury Minutes. Dated 12th April, 1905, granting a 
retired allowance to Matthew Henry Danily, postmaster of Malpas. Dated 
10th April, 1905, granting a retired allowance to John Bolton, late of the 
Engineer-in-Chief’s Department, General Post Office. Dated 4th May, 
declaring Yunnaufu and Tengyueh to be unhealthy places within the mean- 
ing of the Superannuation Act, 1876. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table .. 
Universities oF OxrorD AND CAMBRIDGE Act, 1877.—Statute made by the 
Governing Body of St. John’s College, Oxford, on the 20th January, 1905, 


amending Statutes III. and XVI. of the Statutes of the College. Laid before 
the House (pursuant to Act), and to be printed. [No. 71] ‘ . 


Polling Districts (County Councils) Bill [4.1.] [Seconp Reapine].— 
Order of the Day for the Second Reading read. 


Lord Monkswell 
Moved, “‘ That the Bill be now read 2*.”—(Lord Monksvell.) 


On Question, Bill read 2", and committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Tuesday next. 


Polling Arrangements (Parliamentary Boroughs) Bill [1.L.]—[Srconp 
RrapinG].—Order of the Day for the Second Reading read. 


Lord Monkswell 
Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 2*.”—(Lord Monkswell.) 


On Queston, Bill read 2", and committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House on <i eae next. 


Closing of Licensed Premises (Christmas Day) (Ireland) Bill—[Srconp 
ReaDING].—Order of the Day for the Second Reading read. 


Lord Avebury .. 
Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 2*.”—(Lord Avebury.) 


The Lord Chancellor (The Earl of oor 

The Marquess of Ripon 

The Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs ( (The Marquess of Lansdow ne) 
Lord Tweedmouth st ee as - = a os 
Lord Avebury .. 


Moved, “‘ That the debate stand adjourned until this day week.” —(Lord 
Avebury.) 


On Question, Motion agreed to, and debate adjourned accordingly te 
Thursday next. 
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Public Health Acts (Amendment) Bill [#.1.]—[Seconp Reapine].—Order 
of the Day for the Second Reading read. 


‘Lord Hylton .. es is - a ss a ‘ « Ae 
Moved “ That the Bill be now read 2*.”—(Lord Hylton.) 


Lord Zouche of ane a ~ ae as «a oon 
Lord Wolverton * ‘ ee ee és we Pe o @2 
Lord Tweedmouth .. 23 
The Secretary of State i Foreign Af airs ( (7 he M arquess a Lansdowne) 25 
Lord Hylton .. 265 
Lord Stanmore si ma és i “ +a ee < a 


On Question, Bill read 2*, 


Moved, “ That the Bill be referred to a Select Comni.tee.’'—(Loru Wolverton.) 


The Earl of Crewe - 27 
The Marquess of Lansdowne .. 27 
On Question, Motion agreed to. Bill referred to a Select Committee. 
BritIsH TRADE IN THE MARSHALL ISLANDS. 
The Earl of Jersey ; ; 28 


The Seoretary of State for F. oreign Af fairs (The Marquess of Lansdowne) 28 


House adjourned at Six o'clock till To-morrow, half-past Ten 
o'clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: THURSDAY, lita MAY, 1905, 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 
Mr. SPEAKER’S ABSENCE, 
The House being met, the Clerk at the Table informed the House of the 
unavoidable absence of Mr. SPEAKER, owing to continued indisposition. 
Whereupon Mr. James WitL1am LowTuer, the Chairman of Ways and 


Means, proceeded to the Table, and after Prayers, took the Chair as De »puty- 
Speaker, pursuant to the Standing Order = ee as 4 oa ee 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Baker Street and Waterloo Railway Bill (Kine’s Consent Signiriep).— 
Bill read the third time, and passed... ws eo i ie a 


Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead Railway Bill (Kina’s Consent 
SIGNIFIED).—Bill read the third time, and passed... - _ hac el 


Edgware and Hampstead Railway Bill.—Read the third time, and passed 31 
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West Cumberland Electric Tramways (Extension of Time) Bill ied 
—Read the third time, and passed, without Amendment 


London United Tram ways (Extension of said Bill.—As amended, con- 
sidered ; to be reai the third time bie +, i . 


Orphan Working School and Alexandra Orphanage Bill ange —Re- 


ported, with Amendments ; Report to lie upon the Table 


Hastings Harbour Bill |Lorps].—Reported, without “Amendment ; Reports 
to lie upon the Table, Bill to be read the third time Z a ste 


Commercial Union Assurance Bill | Lorps].—Reported, without Amendment ; 
Report to lie upon the Table. Bill to be read the third time - 


Mortgage Insurance Corporation Bill [Lorps].—Reported, without Amend- 
ment ; Report to te upon the Table. Bill to be read the third time 


Truro Water Bill |Lorps].—Reported, without Amendment ; Report to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. Bill to be read the third time . ‘ 


Hastings Harbour District Railway (Abandonment) Bill |Lorps].—Re- 
ported, without Amendment ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed : 


Highland Railway Bill.—Metropolitan Distiict Railway Bill [Lords] : — 
borough and Swinton Tramways (Extension of Time) Bill [Lords]; Tyne- 
side Tramways and Tramroads Bill [Lords] ; Leeds and Liverpool Canal Bill 
[Lords] ; Tralee Urban District Council Bill [Lords]. Reported, with 
Amendments ; Reports to lie upon the Table, and to be printed ee 


PETITIONS. 


Does (PRotEcTION) BILL.—T'wo Petitions from London, in favour ; to lie upon 
the Table 


Epucation (ScorTLanp) BiLu.—Petitions for alteration; from Banff; and 
Linlithgow ; to lie upon the Table 


House-Lettine (ScotLann) Bitt.—-Petition from vai sanisthie to lic upon 
the Table : ; ; 


Lanps VaLuaTion (ScoTLanD) Biit.—Petition from Paisley, against ; to lie 
upon the Table 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED Wige’s Sister BILL. —Petition from Edmonton, 
against ; to lie upon the Table 


Vaccination Act, 1898.—Petition from Aberdeen, for extension to Scotland ; 
to lie upon the Table 


Women’s ENFRANCHISEMENT BILL.—Petitions in favour; from the Council 
of the Women’s Liberal Federation; Hammersmith ; Hornsea ; and 
Portobello ; to he upen the Table 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Boarp oF EpucaTion (WELSH INTERMEDIATE EpucaTion Act, 1889).—Copy 
presented, of Report of the Board of Education for the year 1903-4 on the 
Administration of Schools, under the Welsh Intermediate Education Act, 
1889 [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 158.] 


Kase Inp1a (EstimMatEe).—Copy presented, of Estimate of Revenue and Expendi- 
ture of the Government of India for 1904-5, compared with the results of 
1903-4 [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 159.] 


Kast Invi (FINANCE AND REveNvE Accounts).—Copy presented, of Finance = 
and Revenue Accounts of the Government of India for 1903-4 + [by ini 
Ye upon the Table ae - x ‘ 


Kast Inpia (HomE Accownts).—Copy presented, of Home Accounts of the 
Government of India {by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 160.] ds ; 3 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and Con- 


sular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 3369 and 3570 [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table wa 


Tramways Act, 1870.—Copy presented, of Report by the Board of ‘Trade as to 
dispensing with the Consent of the County Council of Glamorgan to the 
Aberavon Tramways Provisional Order [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and 
to be printed. [No. 161.] , . 





East Inpia (RAILWAYS AND IRRIGATION Works), — * Return showing 


the estimated position, as regards Capital Expenditure, of the several Rail- 


ways and Irrigation Works under construction in India on the 31st day of 
March, 1905, and the proposed Expenditure thereon during 1905-6 (in con- 
tinuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 138, of Session 1905).”—(Mr. Price.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


SALARIES OF CLERKS IN THE VETERINARY BRANCH OF THE IRISH DEPARTMENT OF 
AGRICULTURE,—Question, Mr. Nannetti (Dublin, College (treen) ; Answer, 
Mr. Walter Long : 


SALARIES AND RETIRING ALLOWANCES IN THE VETERINARY BRANCH OF THE 
IRISH DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTUREE.—Question, Mr. Nannetti; Answer, 
Mr. Walter Long 


Royat NAvAaL ReseRVE—ENROLMENT OF WARRANT ENGINEERS AND ENGINE 
Room ARTIFICERS.—Question, Mr. Harris (Tynemouth); Answer, Mr. 
Pretyman és 


InrantT Lire PRotTecTion.—Question, Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr Tydvil) ; 
Answer, Mr. Akers-Douglas ; + 


BristoL Postal Starr—TIMEKEEPERS’ Posit1ion.—Question, Mr. Charles 
Hobhouse (Bristol, E.) ; Answer, Lord Stanley us Me 


Late Duty or FEMALE TELEGRAPH OPERATOR AT OMAGH.—Question, Mr. 
Murnaghan ; Answer, Lord Stanley -_ be ro oe os 
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Grants TO Puri, TEACHERS.—Question, Sir James Rankin (Herefordshire) ; 
Answer, Sir William Anson 


Income-Tax (SCHEDULE D.)—Question, Mr. Patrick White (Meath, N.) ; Answer 
Mr. Victor Cavendish ; - - ‘a KA mm 


Action oF District MAGISTRATE AT HooGHLy GAoL, Inp1A.—Question, Mr. 
Weir (Ross and Cromarty); Answer, Mr. Brodrick .. ‘ 


IMPERATOR v. A. C. Rotr.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


ErReEcTIoN oF IrR1sH Pook LAW OFrFicrALs.—Question, Mr. Kendal O’Brien 
(lipperary, Mid); Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


DistREss IN THE Newport Division, Westrorr (County Mayo).—Qvestion, 
Dr. Ambrose (Mayo, W.); Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


RELIEF CONGESTION IN THE NEW Division oF Westport Unton.—Question, 
Dr. Ambrose ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


Epizootic LYMPHANGITIS AMONG Army HorsEs.—Question, Mr. Hayes Fisher 
(Fulham) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster : 


Sour Arrican Honours For MILITIA AND VOLUNTEER BatraLtions.—Question, 
Mr. Bryn Roberts (Carnarvonshire, Eifion); Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster 


THE JupGE-ADVOCATE-GENERAL.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, Mr. 
A. J. Balfour 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


NavaL Guns.—Questions, Sir Gilbert Parker (Gravesend), Sir John Colomb 
(Great Yarmouth), and Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) ; 
Answers, The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Pretyman, Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge ae Re aie ies re ‘ 


Army Prnsions—Private Mr. Donacu, Connaucut Rancers.— Question, 
Mr. Hayden (Roscommon, 8.); Answer, The Secretary of State for War 
(Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.) 


MILITARY MANG@UVRES NEAR DUBLIN—DAMAGE AT DRIMNAGH CASTLE.— 
Question, Mr. Nannetti (Dublin, College Green); Answer, Mr. Arnold- 
Forster af ae as 5 es, si mee 


CHINESE RECALCITRANTS IN THE TRANSVAAL.—Question, Mr. Herbert Samuel 
(Yorkshire, Cleveland) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies 
(Mr. Lyttelton, Warwick and Leamington) 


WHITE LABOUR IN THE TRANSVAAL.—Questions, Mr. Herbert Samuel and Mr. 
Bright (Shropshire, Oswestry) ; Answers, Mr. Lyttelton 

SatonicAa—Massacre AT KUKTISH.—Question, Sir A. Hayter (Walsall) ; 
Answer, The Under-Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Earl Percy, 
Kensington, 8.) ‘ oe 


Samoa.—Question, Colonel Denny (Kilmarnock Burghs) ; Answer, Earl Percy 
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MarKYATE Motor Fatatity.—Question, Mr. Slack (Hertfordshire, St. Albans) ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Akers- 
Douglas, Kent, St. Augustine’s) .. +“ va ‘a * i 


MoNASTIC AND CoNVENTUAL PRIVATE BuRIAL GROoUNDS.—Question, Mr. Sloan 


(Belfast, S.) and Mr. James ee ee icklow, W.); Answer, Mr. Akers- 


Douglas és on ‘ ‘ 


ALIENS.—Questions, Mr. Herbert Samuel, Mr. Emmott (Oldham), Mr. Lough 
(Islington, W), Mr. John Ellis (Nottinghamshire, Rushcliffe) ; Answers, 
Mr. Akers-Douglas ‘ 7 “a ie iis wi - = 


THEFT THROUGH STARVATION.—Questions, Mr. James O’Connor; Answer, Mr. 
Akers-Douglas 


Motor-Car SPEEDS IN LONDON STREETS.—Question, Mr. Cathcart Wason 
(Orkney and Shetland) ; Answer, Mr. Akers-Douglas 


[IDENTIFICATION OF, AND THE SPEED REGULATIONS FOR Motor-Cars.—Questions, 
Mr. Slack, Mr. Gibson Bowles (by nn mre and Mr. Soares (Devonshire, 
Barnstaple) a - o we ay 


WINCHESTER Mortor-Car REGULATIONS.—Question, Mr. Cawley (Lancashire, 
Prestwich) ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour 


[TELEPHONE AGREEMENT.—Qvestion, Sir Joseph Dimsdale (London); Answer, 
The Postmaster-General (Lord Stanley, Lancashire, Westhoughton) 


NitRoGEN Bactrerta.—Question, Colonel Sadler (Middlesborough) ; Answer, 
The President of the Board of aeeiiee ash Ailwyn Fellowes, aiid 
donshire, Ramsey) ws es ; ed “ wa ‘ 


AssTRACTOR CLERKS’ MeMoRTAL.—Question, Mr. Nannetti; Answer, The 
Financial Secretary of the Treasury (Mr. Victor Cavendish, Derbyshire, W.) 


HumpPHREY WILLIAMS’ CHARITY.—Question, Mr. Benn (Devonport) ; Answer, 
Mr. Griffith Boscawen (Kent, Tonbridge) we fa ee , 


AFFORESTRY IN IRELAND.—Question, Captain Donelan (Cork, E.) and Mr. 
Boland (Kerry, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long.. 


IrntsH_ AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT—VETERINARY BRANCH.—Questions, Mr. 
Nannetti; Answers, Mr. Walter Long .. “a 


Roya. Irish ConstaBpuLary AccounTs.—Questions, Mr, iaiabiiita Answers, 
Mr. Walter Long , 


IrtsH Lanp PurcuasrE—TeNANTS’ INTERESTS.—Question, Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 
S.); Answer, Mr. Walter Long .. 


TRUSTEES FOR GRAZING LANDS AND TURBARY.—Question, Mr. Tully ; Answer, 
Mr. Walter Long .. ea - wa “ss és ‘i a oe 
ALLEGED PAYMENT OF SECRET COMMISSIONS BY PARLIAMENTARY AGENTS.— 
Question, Mr. Benn, Mr. Gibson Bowles, Sir Robert Reid (Dumfries Burghs) 


and Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, S.); Answer, The Prime Minister and 
First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, «s,s “6 
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Business or THE Hovse.—Questions, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling 
Burghs), Mr. Keir Hardie and Sir Edward ne siiaiieiasis S. ); : 
Answers, Mr, A. J. Balfour we ° 


Serection (Sranpinc CommiTTeEs).—Mr. Hausey reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection; That they had discharged the following Member from 
the Standing Committee on Law and Courts of Justice, and Legal Proce- 
dure :—Mr. Milvain; and had appointed in substitution: Mr. Malcolm. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


MessaGE FROM THE Lorps.—McConnell’s Divorce Bill [Lords], That they com- 
municate Minutes of Evidence and Proceedings taken upon the Second 
Reading of McConnell’s Divorce Bill, as desired by this House, with a re- 
quest that the same may be returned. 





Suppity [6TH ALLoTTED Day]. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
{Mr. JerrReEYs (Hampshire, N.) in the Chair.] 


CiviL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS EstTIMaTEs, 1905-6. 


Crass II. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “* That a sum, not exceeding £58,595, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray the 
Charge which will come in course of payment during the year ending 
on the 3lst day of March, 1906, for the Salaries and other Expenses 
in the Department of His Majesty’s Treasury and Subordinate Depart- 
ments, including Expenses in respect of Advances under The Light 
Railways Act, 1896.” 


The Prime Minister and First Lord of the side saat A.J. eeaaaee 
Manchester, E.) .. 

Sir H. Campbell- -Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) 

Sir John Colomb (Great Yarmouth) . 

Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of ‘Dean) .. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That Item E (Committee of 
Defence, Salaries, etc.), be reduced by £100.”—(Sir Charles Dilke.) 


Mr. Peel Manchester, 8.) 

Mr Bryce (Aberdeen, 8S.) .. 

Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) 

Mr. Haldane (Haddingtonshire) 

Major Evans Gordon — Hamlets, Stepney) 

Major Seely (Isle of Wight) . ‘ ‘ - 

And, it being half-past Seven of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again this evening. 
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EVENING SITTING. 


HAMMERSMITH, City AND Nortu-East Lonpon Ratnway (By OrpER). 


Sir Edward Strachey (Somersetshire, S.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Report of Select Com- 
mittee on Standing Orders of March 7th last on the Hammersmith, 
City, and North-East London Railway (Petition for Bill), be referred 
back to the said Select Committee to consider and report whether 
the Standing Orders may now be dispensed with and the parties be per- 
mitted to proceed with their Bill in respect of certain of the railways 
and works proposed to be authorised thereby, subject to such condi- 
tions as to the said Select Committee may seem meet.”—(Sir Edward 
Strachey.) 


The Deputy-Chairman of Committees (Mr. vila saan ~ 
Mr. Halsey (Hertfordshire, Watford) Res 

Mr. John Ellis (Nottinghamshire, Rusheliffe) 

Mr. David Morgan (Essex, Walthamstow) 

Sir Frederick Banbury (Camberwell, Peckham) 

Dr. Shipman (Northampton) 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 71; Noes, 133. (Division List No. 156.) 


SuppLy (6TH ALLOTTED Day.] 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. JerFreYs (Hampshire, N.) in the Chair.] 
Civiz SsrvIcEs AND REVENUE DeparRTMENTs Estimates, 1905-6. Cuxass II. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘“* That a sum, not exceeding £58,595, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray the 
Charge which will come in course of payment during the year ending on 
the 31st day of March 1906, for the Salaries and other Expenses in the 
Department of His Majesty’s Treasury and Subordinate Departments, 
including Expenses in respect of Advances under The Light Railways 
Act, 1896.” 


Major Seely <i ee 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘“‘ That Item E (Committee of 
Defence, Salaries, etc.) be reduced by £100.”—(Major Seely.) 


Mr. Renwick (Newcastle-on-Tyne) . 
Mr. Charles Hobhouse (Bristol, E.) 
Colonel Sandys (Lancashire, Bootle) 
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Mr. A. J. Balfour 

Mr. Harwood (Bolton) 

Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) 
Sir Elliott Lees (Birkenhead) 


And, it being Midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report to 
the House. 


The Clerk at the Table informed the House that the CHarrMAN oF Ways and 
Means was unable, owing to indisposition, to resume the Chair asDeputy- 
Speaker. 


Whereupon Mr. Jerrreys, Deputy-Chairman, took the Chair as Deputy- 
Speaker, in pursuance of the Standing Order. 


Committee report: Progress ; to sit again upon Monday next. 


ADJOURNMENT.—Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That this House do 
now adjourn.”’—(Sir A. Acland-Hood.) 


Major Seely (Isle of Wight) 

Mr. McCrae (Edinburgh, E.) 
Sir Elliott Lees (Birkenhead) 

Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, S.) 
Mr. Dalziel (Kirkcaldy Burghs) 


Question put, and agreed to. 
NEW BILL. 


Mercuant Suippine (Prrotace).—Bill to amend The Merchant Shipping Act. 
1894, in respect of Pilotage Certificates, ordered to be brought in by Sir 
Henry Seymour King, Mr. Gibson Bowles, Sir John Colomb, Sir Robert 
Penrose FitzGerald, Major Evans-Gordon, Mr. Joyce, General Laurie, Mr. 
Llewellyn, Sir Gilbert Parker, Mr. James Reid, and Mr. Runciman. 


Merchant Shipping (Pilotage) Bill.‘ To amend The Merchant Shipping 
Act, 1894, in respect of Pilotage Certificates,” presented accordingly, and 
read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Thursday, 25th May, and 
to be printed. [Bill 210.] 


Adjourned at twenty-two minutes after Twelve o’clock. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: FRIDAY, 127TH MAY, 1905. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Humber Conservancy Bill [#...]—A witness ordered to attend the Select 


Committee 


Dublin Corporation epenpentien Bill.—North Sussex Gas Bill. 
Read 2, and committe i a i Se re ; 


Baker Street and Waterloo Railway Bill—Charing Cross, Euston, and 
Hampstead Railway Bill; Edgware and Hampstead Railway Bill. Brought 
from the Commons ; read 1*, and referred to the Examiners ; 
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_ West Cumberland Electric Tramways meee, * ve Bill, [#.1.].— 
cs Returned from the Commons agreed to ‘ .. 165 


2 London Squares and Enclosures (Preservation) Bill [u.u.].—Report from 
61 the Select Committee, That it is not expedient to proceed further with the 


} Bill; read, and ordered to lie on the Table... wi ie a eo 165 


' Blackpool Improvement Bill [#.L.].—Report from the Select Committee, 
That the Committee had not proceeded with the consideration of the Bill, 
no parties having appeared in opposition thereto ; read, and ordered to lie on 
the Table. The orders made on the 21st of February and 31st of March 
last discharged, and Billcommitted .. - es 3 “a .. 165 


PETITIONS. 


| LiceNsED HovuseEs.—Petitions for early closing of ; of Executive Committee of 
Stepney Ruridecanal Church of England Temperance Society ; Reading 
and District Temperance Council ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table .. 165 


ECCLESIASTICAL COMMISSIONERS BIL [H.L.].—Bill (on Motion) (by leave of the 
House) withdrawn xe ‘ 

163 
63 NEW BILL. 
163 
163 
[64 


Ecclesiastical Commissioners (No. 2) Bill [x.1.].—A Bill to provide for the 
appointment of an additional Church Estates Commissioner and for matters 
incidental thereto. Was presented by the Lord ee of ne ; 
read 1*; and to be printed. ee 72.) a Ai 166 


Education Board Provisional Orders sedimmanin Coe etc. oi Bill 
[H.L.].—Read 2* (according to order) .. -- 166 


Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation aeaans No. " = 
[H.L.].—Read 2" (according to order) .. ° . 166 


Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London No. 2) Bill 
[u.L.]. (SEconp Reapine).—Order of the Day for the Second Reading read. 


Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 2*.”—(The Marquess of Londonderry.) 


The Earl of Leven and Melville Me 166 
The Lord President of the Council and President of the Board of Educa- 


tion (The Marquess of Londonderry) . ‘3 168 


164 


Amendment moved— 
“To leave out the word ‘now’ and at the end of the Question 
to add the words ‘ upon this day six months.’ ”’—(The Earl of Leven and 
Melville.) 
Lord Tweedmouth . 170 
The Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs ( (The Marques o Lansdowne) 171 
165 The Earl of Leven and Melville... . 172 
Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 
169 On Question, Bill read 2". 


House adjourned at five minutes before Five o’clock, to Monday 


165 next, Eleven o’clock. 
Ho 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: FRIDAY, 12TH MAY, 1905. 


The House met at Twelve of the Clock. 
Mr. SPEAKER’S ABSENCE, 


The House being met, the Clerk of the Table informed the House of the 
unavoidable absence of Mr. SPEAKER, owing to continued indisposition,. 


Whereupon Mr, James Wiii1am Lowtue_r, the Chairman of Ways and 
Means, proceeded to the Table, and, after Prayers, took the Chair as Dapory- 
Speaker, pursuant to the Standing Order - - , “os 


PRIVATE BILL} BUSINESS. 


Private Brits (PETITION FOR ADDITIONAL Provision) (STANDING ORDERS NOT 
CoMPLIED witH).—Mr. DEeputy-SPEaKER laid upon the Table Report from 
one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
Petition for additional provision in the following Bill, the Standing Orders 
have not been complied with, viz. :—Ulster and Connaught Light Railways 


Bill. 


Ordered, That the Report be referred to the Select Committee on 
Standing Orders . A Bs os is 7 Ke - 


Brompton, Chatham, Gillingham, and mae Water Bill.—Lords 


Amendments considered, and agreed to 7 ‘ oe 


Holy Trinity, Portsea, Bill simi —Read the third time, and passed, with 
an Amendment sc : ; bs - ‘ik 


Rotherham, ames and angen scenes Bill.—Read the third time, 


and passed 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 11) Bill.—‘ To confirm certain 
Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to Durham and 
Framwelgate, Hanley, and Southport,” presented by Mr. Grant Lawson ; 
supported by Mr. Gerald Balfour ; read the first time ; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 211.] 


Alexander Scott’s Hospital Order Confirmation Bill.—‘“To confirm 
a Provisional Order, under the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) 
Act, 1899, relating to Alexander Scott’s Hospital,” presented by the Lord- 
Advocate, and orde red (under Section 7 of the Act) to be considered upon 
Tuesday next 


Dundee Water Order Confirmation Bill.—‘“ To confirm a Provisional 
Order, under the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, 
relating to Dundee Water,” presented by the Lord-Advocate, and ordered 
(under Section 7 7 of the Act) to be considered upon Tuesday next 


Arbroath Corporation Water Order Confirmation Bill.—‘ To confirm 
a Provisional Order, under The Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) 
Act, 1899, relating to Arbroath Corporation Water,” presented by the Lord- 
Advocate, and ordered (under Section 7 of the Act) to be considered’ upon 
Tuesday next 
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PETITIONS. 


EpvucaTion (ScoTLanD) Bitt.—Petition from Kilmore and Kilbride, for altera- 
tion ; to lie upon the Table ne 


JUVENILE SMOKING BILL.—Petition from Edinburgh, in favour; to lie upon 
the Table ws 


Liquor Trarric Locat Veto (ScoTLanp) Briti.—Petitions in favour; from 
Alva; Ayrshire; Benholm; Dundee; Dunfermline (two); and Glasgow ; 
to lie upon the Table... es i bi - - “a “ 


SALE OF Intoxicatine Liquors (SunDAY) BILL.—Petition from King’s Norton, 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table = es “ ws as ms 


SUMMARY JURISDICTION (CHILDREN) Bri_ui.—Petition from Wandsworth, 
favour ; to lie upon the Table 


THames Estuary (Licut VessExs).—Petition from Ramsgate, for connection 
with the shore by wireless telegraphy ; to lie upon the Table “ - 


Women’s ENFRANCHISEMENT BiLit.—Petitions in favour; from Ashton-under- 
Lyne; Ayr; Belfast; Chelsea; Fulham; Levenshulme; Liverpool ; 
Manchester and Salford ; and Rothesay ; to lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


(;OVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS SeEcurItTIES.—Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 6th April; Mr. Victor C viele ; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 162.] fe ais 3 


TRADE WITH SIBERIA.—Copy presented, of report on the condition and prospects 
of British Trade in Siberia, by H. Cooke, Special Commissioner of the 
Commercial Intelligence Committee of the Board of Trade [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 
MINISTRY oF CoMMERCE.—Question, Mr. Louis Sinclair (Essex, Romford) ; 


Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


British TRADE IN CHINA.—Question, Mr. Moon (St. Pancras, N.); Answer, 
Earl Percy 


GRANTS TO SCOTLAND FOR EDUCATION AND FOR RELIEF OF RATES.—Question, 
Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid.) ; Answer, Mr. Scott Dickson ‘ oes 


PreRIOD OF REPAYMNET OF LOANS UNDER NAvAL AND MiLirary Works Acts 
IN Respect oF HAtirax, BERMUDA, JAMAICA, AND St. Lucta.—Question, 
Mr. Ashton (Bedfordshire, Luton) ; Answer, Mr. Victor Cavendish .. ve 


BoarpD oF INLAND REVENUE AND THE COLLECTION OF AGRICULTURAL STATISTICS. 
—Question, Sir Charles Welby Suistin Newark); Answer, Mr. Victor 
Cavendish fed é ; 5% oP 


DEATHS FROM PLAGUE IN INDIA.—Question, Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) ; ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick + ns - e a da 
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Direct AND InpIREc’ TAXATION IN GREAT BRITAIN AND [RELAND.—Question, 
Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain a ae 


Pounce Bootus 1n County Tyrone.—Question, Mr. Doogan (Tyrone, E.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Walter Long ss : : ai ae 


OUTRAGE AT GORLUMLOE, County WESTMEATH—POLICE INQUIRY.—Question, 
Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


INTERFERENCE WITH A NATIONALIST Procession aT Loop, County Kerry.— 
Question, Mr. MacVeagh (Down, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


County DonecaAL LAND APPEALS—DELAY IN DELIVERY OF JUDGMENT.— 
Question Mr. McFadden (Donegal, E.) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long 7" 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 

Mr. Hatsey reported from the Committee of Selection; That they had 
discharged the following Members from serving on the Standing Committee 
on Law, and Courts of Justice, and Legal Procedure, in respect of the Town 
Tenants (Ire'and) Bill; Mr. Waldron and Mr. Harrington ; and had ap- 
pointed in substitution : Mr. Vincent Kennedy and Mr. Charles Devlin. 


Mr. Hatsey further reported from the Committee of Selection that they 
had discharged the following Member from serving on the Standing 
Committee on Law, and Courts of Justice, and Legal Procedure, in respect 
of the Marriage with a Deceased Wile’s Sister Bill; Mr. Malcolm; and had 
appointed in substitution : Sir Ernest Flower. 


Reports to lie upon the Table. 


Vehicles’ Lights Bill.—{Seconp Reapinc.]—Order for Second Reading 
read, 
Mr. Bigwood (Middlesex, Brentford) 
Tieut.-Col. Tujnell (Essex. S.E.) .. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “‘ That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Mr. Cathcart Wason (Orkney and Shetland) 
Sir Herbert Maxwell (Wigtonshire) an 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘ now,’ and at the end of the Question to 
add the words, ‘ upon this day six months.’ ”—(Mr. Cathcart Wason.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the word ‘ now’ stand part of the Question.” 


Sir Frederick Banbury (Camberwell, Peckham) 
Mr. Buchanan (Perthshire, E.) aes is 

Mr. Moon (St. Pancras, N.) 

Mr. Nussey (Pontefract) 

Mr. John Dewar (Inverness) . 

Sir Charles Renshaw (Renfrew, W.) 

Mr. Seymour Ormsby-Gore (Lincolnshire, Gainsborough) 
Sir Joseph Leese (Lancashire, Accrington) ‘ : 
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Sir H. Shaw-Stewart (Renjrew, E.) , ae ‘ie i Py 


Sir Walter Thorburn (Peebles and Selkirk) 
Sir Mark Stewart (Kirkcudbright) 

Mr. Brooke Robinson (Dudley) ‘ 

Mr. Charles McArthur (Liverpool, Exchange) 
Mr. Leveson-Gower (Sutherland) 

Mr. Labouchere (Northampton) 


The Under-Secretary * State for the Home 2 Department (M r. Cochrane, 


Ayrshire, N.) 
Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen) 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 109; Noes, 108. (Division List, No. 1 


Ct 
~ 
~ 


Main Question, as amended, put, and agreed to. 
Second Reading put off for six months. 


Women’s Enfranchisement Bill—{Seconp Reapinc.|—Order for Second 
Reading read. 


Mr Slack (Hertfordshire, St. Albans) 
Sir John Rolleston (Leicester) 


Motion made and Question proposed, ‘‘ That the Bil! be now read a second 
time.” 


Mr. Labouchere (Northampton). 
Mr. Herbert Robertson (Hackney, S.) 


And, it being halt-past Five of the clock, the debate stood adjourned. 
Debate to be resumed upon Monday next. 


Whereupon Mr. Deputy-Speaker adjourned the House without Question 
put, pursuant to Standing Order No. 3. 


Adjourned at twenty-six minutes before Six o’clock till Monday 
next. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: MONDAY, 15rnH MAY, 1905. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House, That the Clerk of the 
Parliaments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners 
that the Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been com- 
plied with.—Pier and Hirbour Provisional Orders (No. 1) [H.u.]; Pier and 
Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 2) [H.L.]. 


And also the Certificates that the further Standing Orders applicable to 
the following Bills have been complied with ; —Whitechapel and Bow Rail- 
way ; Great Western Railway (New Railways) ; Aylesbury Gas ; Ealing Cor- 
poration; South Oxfordshire Water and Gas; Great Western Railway 
(Additional Powers) ; Halifax Corporation ; Stockport Corporation ; Bristol 
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Corporation; Croydon Corporation; Heckmondwike Improvement ; 
South Wales Electrical Power Distribution Company ; Aberdare Urban 
District Council ; Colne Corporation ; Swansea Corporation. The same were 
ordered to lie on the Table ae ye * os a ine oo aon 


Wellingborough and District Tramroads and Electricity Sup pply Bill. 
[H.L.].—Petition for additional provision ; of the British Electric Traction 
Company, Limited, and of the Rushden Urban District Council, together 
with the proposed Amendments annexed thereto ; read, and referred to the 


Examiners es be xe we i ee a We ae gon 


Hull, Barnsley and West Riding Junction Railway and Dock Bill.— 
The CHAIRMAN oF ComMrrreEs informed the House that the opposition to 
the Bill was withdrawn. The orders made on the 16th of April and Thurs- 


day last discharged, and Bill committed 


bo 
we 
~] 


Alexandra Park and Palace —_ l L.|.—Read 3", and passed, and sent to 
the Commons és ‘s ich a eal 


~ 
aN) 
~ 


Sandgate Urban District Council Bill [11.1.].—Report from the Select Com- 
mittee, That the Committee adjourned this day at One o'clock —.. -- 337 


Rotherham, Maltby and Laughton Railway Bill.—Brought from the Com- 


mons; read l*; and referred to the Examiners : : .. 238 


Holy Trinity, Portsea, Bill [H.1.].—Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with an Amendment. The said Amendment considered, and agreed to 238 


Brompton, Chatham, Gillingham and Rochester Water Bill.—Returned 


from the Commons, with the Amendments agreed to : 238 


Great Central Railway (Pension Fund) Bill [1.1.|.—Morley Corporation 
Bill; Llandrindod Wells Urban District Council Bill [H.1.]; Acton Sewage 
Bill ; Birmingham Corporation Bill ; Great Northern Railway Bill ; Welling- 
borough and District Tramroads and Electricity Supply Bill [H.L.]; New- 
castle-upon-Tyne Corporation Bill [4.1.]. Report from the Committee 
ofSelection, That the Lord Hare (E. Listowed) be proposed to the House as a 
member of the Select Committee on the said Bills in the place of the Vis- 


count Ridley ; read, and agreed to 238 
Sandgate Urban District Council Bill [11.1. ]—Report from the Committee of 

Selection, That the Lord De Mauley be proposed to the House as a member 

of the Select Committee on the said Bill in the place of the Lord Denman ; 

read, and agreed to ee = ve ae 9s as oe .. 238 
Gamble’s Divorce Bill [4.1.].—Amendment reported (according to order) ; 

and Bill to be read 3* To-morrow - - - ‘ ~ .- 238 
Malone’s Divorce (Validation) Bill{[x..].—Read 3" lianas to oe) and 

passed, and sent to the Commons ee és . 238 


Lautour’s Divorce Bill [4.1.].—Amendment reported (according to order), 
and Bill to be read 3* To-morrow i - im <e a os 26 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRADE WITH S1BERIA.—Report on the condition and prospects of British trade 
in Siberia by H. Cooke, Special Commissioner of the Commercial Intelligence 


Committee of the Board of Trade ae ne - a 


TRADE REPORTS—ANNUAL SERIES. 
No. 3371. Honduras (Truxillo). 
No. 3372. China (Kiungchow). 
No. 3373. China (Chinkiang). 
No. 3374. Persia (Kerman). 


Inpia (Forest Service).—Correspondence relating to the training of forestry 


students fi BS. ui 


| be haa 


BANKING AND Raitway Statistics (IRELAND).—Report for December, 1904 .. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND). 


Code of regulations for continuation classes providing further instruc- 


tion for those who have left school, 1905. 


Report of the Committee of Council on Education in Scotland, with 


Appendix, 1904-1905. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table 


ADVERTISEMENTS REGULATION BILL [H.L.].—House in Committee (on Re-com- 


mitment) (according to Order). 
[The Earl of Onsiow in the Chair. | 
Clause 1 agreed to. 
Clause 2. 
Lord Balfour of Burleigh ie me - es 


Amendment moved— 





“Tn Clause 2, page 1, at end of clause to insert the words, ‘ Pro- 
vided that a local authority in making by-laws under this section shall 
provide for the exemption from the operation of such by-laws of any 
hoardings and similar structures in use for advertising purposes, and of 
any advertisements exhibited at the time of the making of the by-laws, 
for such pericd, not being less than twelve months, as they may think 
fit.” —(Lord Baljour of Burleigh.) 


Lord Belper 


On Question Amendment agreed to. 


The Earl of Camperdown i 
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Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 2, page 1, line 16, after the word ‘ landscape’ to insert 
as a new sub-section the words : (3) For preventing the affixing or other- 
wise exhibiting advertisements upon any wall, tree, fence, gate, or else- 
where on private property, without the consent of either the owner or 
the occupier previously given in writing.” —(The Earl of Camperdown.) 


Lord Belper 

Lord Heneage : 

Lord Braye is in 
Lord Baljour of Burleigh .. 
The Earl of Camperdown 


Amendment (by leave of the Committee) withdrawn. 
Clause 2, as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 3. 
Lord Monkswell 


Amendment moved-— 


** At end of Clause 3, to insert the words, ‘ Provided always that 
the powers conferred by this Act shall be in addition to, and not in 
derogation of, any other powers of making by-laws possessed by any 
local authority.’ ”°—(Lord Monkswell.) 

Lord Balfour of Burleigh 
On Question, Amendment agreed to 
Clause 3, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 4. 
Lord Balfour of Burleigh  .. bi me Di i - - 


Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 4, page 2, line 12, to leave out the word ‘and,’ and 
after the word ‘ Wales’ to insert the words ‘or Ireland.’ ”»—(Lord 
Balfour of Burleigh.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Lord Balfour of Burleigh .. és re wa wis = wi 


Ameindment moved— 


“In Clause 4, page 2, line 14, after the word ‘fund,’ to insert the 
words, ‘in the case of the city of London out of the consolidated rate 
of that city and.’ ”°—(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Consequential Amendments agreed to. 
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Clause 4, as amended, agreed to. 


Lord Balfour of Burleigh 


Amendment moved—~ 

* After Clause 4, to insert as a new clause the words: ‘(1) In 
the application of this Act to Scotland, the Secretary for Scotland shall 
be substituted for the Secretary of State. (2) The town council of a 
‘burgh to which Section 77 of the Burgh Police (Scotland) Act, 1903, 
applies, shall not have power to make by-laws for the regulation and 
control of hoardings and similar structures in terms of this Act. (5) 
By-laws made by a county council shall not be of any force or effect 
within a Royal, Parliamentary, or police burgh. (4) The section of 
this Act relating to expenses shall apply to Scotland with the substi- 
tution of ‘general purposes rate’ for ‘county fund’ ‘ Royal, Par- 
liamentary, or police burgh’ for ‘ borough’ and ‘ burgh general or 
police assessment’ for ‘borough fund or borough rate.’ ”’—(Lord 

Balfour of Burleigh.) 


On Question, new clause agreed to. 
Clause 5. 

Consequential Amendments agreed to. 
Drafting Amendments agreed to. 
Clause 5, as amended, agreed to. 


Amendment moved— 

** After Clause 5, to insert as a new clause the words: ‘In the 
application of this Act to Ireland the Lord-Lieutenant, acting with 
the advice of the Privy Council, shall be substituted for the Secretary 
of State.’ ’—(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) 

Remaining clause agreed to. 


Bill recommitted to the Standing Committee ; and to be printed as amended 
(No. 73.) 


Naval and Military Medals Bill [u.u.]}—{Seconp Reapine].—Order of the 
Day for the Second Reading read. 


The Under-Secretary of State for War (The Earl of Donoughmore). . 
Moved, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read 2".”—(The Earl of Donoughmore.) 
Lord Muskerry 


On Question, Bill read 2*, and committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Monday next. 


INDENTURED IMMIGRANT LABOURERS IN THE COLONIES. 


Lord Stanmore ‘2 es 
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The Earl of Wemyss .. 


Moved, “ That the Duke of Wellington’s letter to Sir John Burgoyne in 
1847 on our defenceless state be printed and circulated as a Parliamen- 
tary Paper.” —(The Earl of Wemyss.) 


The Under-Secretary of State ‘ War tinal Earl ” rn 
The Earl of Wemyss .. ; 

The Duke of Rutland . 

The Earl of Wemyss .. 

The Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (The Marquess of Lansdowne) 
Lord Tweedmouth 

Lord Newton .. 


Motion (by leave of the House) withdrawn. 


House adjourned at twenty-five minutes past Five o’clock, till To- 
morrow, half-past Ten o’clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: MONDAY, 15rx MAY, 1905. 


[he House met at Two of the Clock. 


Mr. SPEAKER'S ABSENCE. 


The House being met, the Clerk at the Table informed the House of the 
unavoidable absence of Mr. Spe AKER, Owing to continued indisposition. 


Whereupon Mr. James Witi1am Lowtuer, the Chairman of Ways 
and Means, proceeded to the Table, and, after Prayers, took the Chair as 
.Deputy-Speaker, pursuant to the Standing Order. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PrivaTE Britis [Lorps] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREvIoUSLY INQUIRED INTO 


CoMPLIED WiTH).—Mr. Deputy-SpeaKer laid upon the Table Report from 
one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz. :—Dearne Valley Railway 
Bill [Lords] Sheffield University Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time .. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILis (No StanpING OrDERS APPLICABLE).—Mr. DEputy- 


SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following Bills, referred on the 
First Reading thereof, no Standing Orders are applicable, viz. :—Local 
Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill ; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill; Local Government Provisional Orders 


(No. 8) Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time To-morrow 
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PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLs (STANDING OrDERS APPLICABLE THERETO COMPLIED 
witH).—Mr. Deruty-SpeakER laid upon the Table Report from one of the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following 
Bills, referred on the First Reading thereof, the Standing Orders which 
are applicable thereto have been complied with, viz. :—Electric Lighting 
Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill; Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 
7) Bill; Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill; 
Local Government Provisional Order (Gas) Bill; Local Government Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 6) Bill; Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 9) Bill. 


Commercial Union Assurance Bill — was —Read the third time, and passed, 
without Amendment : a ae ae io 


London United eatin aenaes of denna Bill.—Read the third time, 
and passed #8 re 


Mortgage Insurance Corporation Bill [Lorps].—Truro Water Bill | Lords}].— 
Read the third time, and passed, without Amendment a vi 


London County Council (Money) Bill.—Pead a second time, and compan 


South Eastern and London, Chatham, and mores arena mn teenie _ 


Te be read a second time to-morrow 


London Government Scheme (London and Middlesex) Bill.—“ To confirm 
a Scheme made under The London Government Act, 1899, relating to the 
counties of London and Middlesex,” presented by Mr. Gerald Balfour ; 
supported by Mr. Wodehouse ; read the first time; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 212] 


London Government Scheme (Hackney and Edmonton Unions) Bill.— 
“To confirm a Scheme made under The London Government Act, 1899, 
relating to the Hackney and Edmonton Unions,” presented by Mr. Gerald 
Balfour ; supported by Mr. Wodehouse ; read the first time; and referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 213.] 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill.—‘ To confirm certain 
Provisional orders of the Local Government Board relating to Liverpool and 
Poole and the counties of Essex and Hertford,” presented by Mr. Grant 
Lawson ; supported by Mr. Gerald Balfour; read the first time; and 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. 


{Bill 214.] 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No, 13) Bill.—“ To confirm certain 
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Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 14) Bill.—“ To confirm certain 
Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to Acton, Brad- 
ford (Yorkshire), the Fylde Water Board, and the Fylde, Preston, 
Garstang and the Middlesex Districts Joint Hospital Districts,” presented 
by Mr. Grant Lawson ; supported by Mr. Gerald Balfour; read the first 
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Motion ror ADJOURNMENT.—Mr. Osmond WILLIAMS (Merionethshire) rose in 
his place and claimed to move the adjournment of the House in order to 
call attention to a definite matter of urgent public importance—namely, 
the declaration by the Board of Education of the default of the county of 
Merioneth under the provisions of the Defaulting Authorities Act. In 
relation to other counties, they can hardly be considered as proper ground 
for adjournment Motions, 


Pe 
The pleasure of the House not having been signified, Mr. Derury- 

SpeakER called on those Members who supported the Motion to rise In 

their places, and not less than forty Members having accordingly risen, 


a The Motion stood over, under Standing Order No. 10, until this Even- al 
ing’s Sitting - 305 
SELECTION (STANDING CoMMITTEES).—Mr. HaLsey reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection : That they had discharged the following Member from 
the Standing Committee on Law and Courts of Justice, and Legal Procedure, 
in respect of the Town Tenants (Ireland) Bill: Mr. Charles Craig ; and had ah 


appointed in substitution : Mr. Seymour Ormsby-Gore 


Repart to lie upon the Table. 
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time. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out from the word ‘ That’ to the end of the Question, 
in order to add the words ‘ this House, having regard to the unjust 
financial treatment to which Ireland has been for many years sub- 
jected, with disastrous results to that country, declines to read a second 
time this Bill, which contains no proposal for effectually remedying 
that grievance, and does contain provisions which would continue 
it.”"—(Mr. Clancy.) 

ha 

Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Question.” 


Mr. Elliot (Durham) 

Mr, Flynn (Cork, N.) ‘3 

Sor John Gorst (C ‘ambridge U neversity) 

Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) a Ks 
Mr. Parker Smith (Lanarkshire, Partick) . ez ve 
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The House divided :—Ayes, 238; Noes, 155. (Division List No. 158.) 
Main Question again proposed. 


And, it being after half-past Seven of the Clock, the Debate stood adjourned 
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pendent Order of Good Templars ; Anglo-Indian Temperance Association ; 
ixecutive Committee of the South Wales and Monmouthshire Temperance 
Association; Vestry meeting of St. Mark’s, Barrow-in-Furness. Read, 
and ordered to lie on the Table .. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


JourNAL Commirree.—Report from, That the One hundred and thirty-sixth 
Volume of the Journals (4th Edward VIL, 1904), with an Index, was ready 
for delivery ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table; and the said Volume 
ordered to be delivered in the same manner as the preceding Volumes of 
the Journals have been delivered. . 


CryLon.—Papers relating to the education of immigrant Tamil coolie children 
employed on estates. Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the 
Table 

STANDING ComMITTEE.—Report from the Committee of Selection, That they have 
added the Lord Newton to the Standing Committee; read, and ordered 
to lie on the Table .. 


Workmen’s Compensation Bill [1.1.].—Reported from the Standing Com- 
mittee with further Amendments. The Report of the Amendments made 
in Committee of the Whole House, and by the Standing Committee, to be 
received on Monday next, and Bill to be printed as amended. (No. 74) 


TRANSVAAL (CHINESE LABounr), 
Lord Coleridge 
Moved, That an humble Address be presented to His Majesty for Papers 
relating to the importation of Chinese indentured labourers into the 
Transvaal, and to the conditions under which they are being imported 
into and are living in the Transvaal.—(The Lord Coleridge.) 


The Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies (The Duke : asta 
Earl Carrington ¥e o ‘i “ . ‘ 


406 


406 


406 


406 


406 


407 


407 


407 


419 
431 





TABLE OF CONTENTS. 





Page 
The Lord Archbishop of ee. ax én vs a .. 438 
The Earl of Minto .. ; eo a ‘ wi . & 
Lord Stanmore i me es a ais .. 444 
The Lord Bishop of Hereford 447 
The Secretary of State for Foreign A Afeairs( (The Ma anquess ‘of Lansdowne) 450 
The Marquess of Ripon 7" ‘ . .. 454 


Motion (by leave of the House) withdrawn. 


House adjourned at five minutes past Eight o’clock, till Thursday 
next, half-past Ten o’clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: TUESDAY, 16TH MAY, 1905. 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 


Mr. SPEAKER'S ABSENCE.—The House being met, the Clerk at the Table informed 
the House of the unavoidable absence of Mr. SPEAKER, owing to continued 
indisposition 


Whereupon Mr. James WitiiamM Lowruer, the Chairman of Ways and 
Means, proceeded to the Table, and, after Prayers, took the Chair as Derury- 
SPEAKER, pursuant to the Standing Order... “ ~ ee .. 459 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Highland Railway Bill; Leeds and Liverpool Canal Bill [Lords] ; Metropoli- 

» tan District Railway Bill [Lords] ; Orphan Working School and Alexandra 

es Bill roan As amended, considered ; to be read the third 
time .- oe o% - os oe - .. 459 


Alexander Scott’s Hospital Order Confirmation Bill; Arbroath Corpora- 
~ tion Water Order Confirmation Bill; Dundee Water Order Confirmation 
Bill. Considered ; to be read the third time upon Thursday ““ .. 459 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill ; Electric Lighting Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 7) Bill; Local Government Provisional Order (Gas) Bill; 
Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill; Local Govern- 
ment (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill; Local Government Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 6) Bill ; Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 7) 
Bill ; Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill; Local Govern- 
ment Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill. Read a second time, and committed 459 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 15) Bill.—‘“ To confirm certain 
Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to Cheltenham 
and Horsham (Rural), ” presented by Mr. Grant Lawson ; supported by Mr. 
Gerald Balfour; read the first time; and referred to ‘the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 222] .. i .. 459 


Local Government Provisional Order (Poor Law) (No. 2) Bill —‘ To 
confirm a Provisional Order of the Local Government Board relating to 
the Southampton Incorporation,” presented by Mr. Grant Lawson; sup- 
ported by Mr. Gerald Balfour; read the first time ; and referred. to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 223] .. 460 
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STanDING ORDERS.—Resolutions reported from the Select Committee. 


1, “That, in the case of the Wigan Corporation Bill, Petition for 
Additional Provision, the Standing Orders ought to be dispensed with. 
That the parties be permitted to introduce their additional Provision if the 
Committee on the Bill think fit.” 


2. “ That, in the case of the London County Council (General Powers) 
Bill, Petition for Additional Provision, the Standing Orders ought to be 
dispensed with. That the parties be permitted to introduce their Additional 
Provision if the Committee on the Bill think fit.” 


3. “That, in the case of the Ulster and Connaught Light Railways 
Bill, Petition for Additional Provision, the Standing Orders ought to be 
dispensed with. ‘That the parties be permitted to introduce their Additional | 
Provision if the Committee on the Bill think fit.” 


4. “That, in the case of the London County Council (Tramways) Bill, 
Petition for Additional Provision, the Standing Orders ought not to be 
dispensed with.” 


First three Resolutions agreed to. 
Report to lie upon the Table... os ie wi ae ee ee 


Dublin Police Acts Amendment Bill.—Ordered, That the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills do examine the Dublin Police Acts Amendment 
Bill, with respect to compliance with the Standing Orders relative to Private 
Bills. —(Mr. Clancy) 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have agreed to—Amendment to Holy 
Trinity, Portsea, Bill [Lords], without Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, ‘“ An Act to remove doubts as 
to the validity of a certain Decree, dated twenty-second November, one 
thousand eight hundred and ninety-two, of the High Court of Justice 
(Probate Divorce and Admiralty Division) dissolving the Marriage solemnised 
on the eleventh July, one thousand eight hundred and seventy-two, between 
John Richard Malone and Charlotte Mildred Malone, then Charlotte 
Mildred Yarde-Buller, Spinster, and to confirm the said Decree.” | Malone’s 
Divorce (Validation) Bill [Lords.] 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “‘ An Act to dissolve the marriage of Charles 
George Gamble (formerly of No. 14, Rostrevor Terrace, Orwell Road, 
Rathgar, but now of Mount Jerome House, both in the county of Dublin, 
and of 39, Fleet Street, in the city of Dublin), Solicitor of the Supreme 
Court of Judicature, Ireland, with Ida Gertrude Gamble, his now wife, and 
to enable him to marry again ; and for other purposes.” [Gamble’s Divorce 
Bill. [Lords.] 

Also, a Bill, intituled, “‘ An Act to dissolve the marriage of Jane Sarah 
Victoria Lautour, of Ansty House, Erdington, in the county of Warwick, 
with Ernest Lautour, her husband, and to enable her to marry again ; and 
for other purposes.” Lautours Divorce Bill. [Lords. ] 

And, also, a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to empower the County Council of 
Middlesex to pay certain sums agreed to be paid by them to the Alexandra 
Park Trustees; and for other purposes.” [Alexandra Park and Palace 


Bill |Lords}.. 
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Alexandra Park and Palace Bill [Lorvs].—Read the first time; and 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 9 at «< 46 


= 


Malone’s Divorce (Validation) Bill [Lorps] ; Gamble’s Divorce Bill [Lords] ; 
Lautour s Divorce Bill [Lords]. Read the first time ; and ordered to be 
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read a second time Be oe ms a ce cr ork ao 461 


PETITIONS. 


Computsory Vaccination BrLt.—Petition of the Royal Sanitary Institute, 
against ; to lie upon the Table és es - ve 2% .. 462 


Epucation Acts AMENDMENT BiLL.—Petition from Reigate, in favour ; to lie 


upon the Table... oe ws we es es os és ~- 462 5 





Epucation (ScortLaAnp) Bitt.—Petition from Paisley, for alteration; to lie 
upon the Table... - as “ “6 - - a -- 462 


JUVENILE SMokinG Bitt.—Petition from Old Monkland, in favour ; to lie upon 


the Table .. as as eg ie ifs ots i a . 462) 


Lanps VALuATIon (ScorLanpD) Biit.—Petition from Paisley, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table - a si ws és r “ -- 462 


Pusiic Lrpraries Biti.—Petition from Paisley, for alteration ; to lie upon the 
Table a +a a es ea we +i a ss .. 402 


SALE or Burrer Bitt.—Petition of Royal Sanitary Institute, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table wh an a is is Ka +s -- 462 


Trapes Unions anp TRADE Dispures Brti.—Petition from Paisley, for altera- 
tion; to lie upon the Table .. - ae ‘a - < .. 462 





Vaccination BiLt,—Petition of Royal Sanitary poeaaaid against ; to lie upon 
the Table os na ws “ a ic wt -. 462 


Vaccination (No. 2) Bitt.—Petition of Royal Sanitary Institute, against ; to 
lie upon the Table A ee a Zs - ws sia .. 462 


WomEN'S ENFRANCHISEMENT BsLt.—Petitions in favour; from Manchester ; 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


LocaL AUTHORITIES IN SCOTLAND (TECHNICAL Epucation).—Return presented, 
relative thereto [ordered 29th June, 1904; Mr. Graham Murveg] to lie 


upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 165.] ‘“ na . .. 462 | 


Ucanpa Rattway Acts, 1396 AND 1902.—Account presented, showing the money 
issued from the Consolidated Fund under the provisions of the Uganda Rail- 
way Acts, 1896 (59 and 60 Vic., c. 38), and 1902 (2 Edw. 7, ¢. 40), and of the 
money expended and borrowed, and Securities created under the said Acts, 
to 31st March, 1904, together with the Report of the Comptroller and Auditor 

General thereon [by Ac hs to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
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Post OrFice (FoREIGN AND CoLontAL Parcet Post).—Copy presented of the 
Foreign and Colonial Parcel Post Amendment (No. 14) Warrant, 1905, 
dated 22nd March, 1905 [by Act]; to lie uponthe Table .. ‘ ‘ 


PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE House.—Public Records 
(Office of Land Revenue Records and Enrolments). Copy of Schedule con- 
taining a List and Particulars of Classes of Documents existing or accruing 
in the Office of Land Revenue Records and Enrolments which are not con- 
sidered of sufficient public value to justify their preservation in the Public 
Record Office [by Act] ee a 


EXPERIMENTS ON Livine Antmats.—Address for “ Return showing the number 
of Experiments performed on Living Animals during the year 1904, under 
licences granted under the Act, 39 and 40 Vic. 3. 77, distinguishing painless 
from painful experiments (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 183, 
of Session 1904).”"—(Mr. Cochrane.) .. i - “s a aa 


IrtsH LAND Commisston.—Return ordered, “‘ showing (1) the names of the Lay 
Assistant Commissioners acting as Purchase Inspectors under the Land 
Purchase Acts; (2) date of original Appointment; (3) date upon which 
Appointment expires ; (4) age on Appointment ; (5) residence at time of 
Appointment ; (6) Locality in which practical experience of Land was 
acquired ; (7) where Educated ; (8) previous Occupation; (9) acreage of 
Land farmed ; (10) whether held as Owner or Tenant; (11) what other 
experience in Agriculture ; and (12) what experience in Valuing, Mapping, 
and Surveying ; and like Particulars with reference to others than Lay 
Assistant Commissioners, if any, who have been appointed Inspectors under 
The Land Purchase Act, 1903.”°—(Mr. Delany.) .. + - = 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


DISCHARGES FROM GOVERNMENT Dockyarps.—Question, Mr. John Burns 
(Battersea) ; Answer, Mr. Pretyman ws “i re wa 


EstaATE PuRCHASED BY THE CONGESTED Districts BoarD.—Question, Mr. 
O'Kelly (Mayo N.); Answer, Mr. Walter Long a a - ‘i 


Irish MackereEL FisHertes.—Question, Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.); Answer, Mr. 
Walter Long ss a “s 


ANESTHETICS ADMINISTERED BY UNREGISTERED DeNTISTS.—Question, Mr. 
Arthur Henderson (Durham, Barnard Castle) ; Answer, Mr. Akers-Douglas 


SALE oF Porsons.—Question, Sir Thomas Dewar (Tower Hamlets, St. George’s) ; 
Answer, Mr. Akers-Douglas - ti ick Ka or “ as 


Case oF JAMES NICHOLSON AT SouTH WESTERN Potice Court.—Question, Mr. 
James O’Connor (Wicklow, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Akers-Douglas me va 


THe UNDERGROUND CABLE TO THE NortuH.—Question, Sir Thomas Dewar ; 
Answer, Lord Stanley Re we hs 


Hotyroop Roman CatrHoLic CHurcH, Swinpon.—Question, Lord Edmund 
Fitzmaurice (Wiltshire, Cricklade) ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour 
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CurrTiInG DOWN oF STANDING TIMBER IN [RELAND.—Question, Captain Donelan 
(Cork, E.); Answer, Mr. Walter Long Se 


Kinc-HarMAN AND SanprorD EstaTes.—Question, Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 8.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Walter Long a mo ‘ ata ee a 


PUNISHMENT OF CHINESE COOLIES IN THE TRANSVAAL.—Question, Mr. Levy 
(Leicestershire, Loughborough) ; Answer, Mr. Lyttelton .. - 


Royat Army MepicaL Corps—RESERVE OF CIVILIAN SURGEONS.—Question, 
Dr. Thompson (Monaghan, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster 


REORGANISATION OF THE AUXILIARY Forces.—Question, Dr. Thompson ; 
Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster oe re a és we 


GOVERNMENT StTorES.—Question, Mr. Levy ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Ev_per Dempster Contract.—Question, Mr. Whitley (Halifax) ; Answer, The 
Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. Lyttelton, Warwick and Leamington) 


Moror-Cycuist’s ACCIDENT AT PETERSFIELD.—Question, Mr. Scott-Montagu 
(Hampshire, New Forest) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home 
Department (Mr. Akers-Douglas, Kent, St. Augustine’s) 


Post OrricE CouNnTER Duties.—-Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8.) ; 
Answer, The Postmaster-General, (Lord Stanley Lancashire, Westhoughton) 


OVERSEERSHIPS IN PROVINCIAL HEAD OrricEs.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; 
Answer, Lord Stanley 


Moror-Car SPEEDS.—Question, Mr. Cawley (Lancashire, Prestwich) ; Answer, 
‘The President of the Local Government Board (Mr. Gerald Balfour) 


PRIVATE BuRIAL GROUNDS IN THE MoNastIC AND CONVENTUAL INsTITUTION.— 
Question, Mr. Sloan (Belfast, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour .. 


Gwypyr Hovuse.—Question, Mr. Benn (Devonport); Answer, Lord Balcarres 
(Lancashire, Chorley)... we ve a3 - os 


ScorrisH HERRING FisHERIES.—Question, Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.); Answer, The 
Lord-Advocate (Mr. Scott Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton) .. es ae 


ScortisH BoarRp oF MANUFACTURES.—Question, Mr. Buchanan (Perthshire, E.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Scott Dickson ove re we aca 
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Irish AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT—VETERINARY BrAnco.—Questions, Mr. 
Delany (Queen’s County, Ossory), Mr. Nannetti (Dublin, College Green), 
and Mr. O’Kelly (Mayo, N.); Answers, Mr. Walter Long... a Pe 
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County Lonerorp Maacistracy.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell ; Answer, Mr. 
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YoucHaL Auxmtary AsyLumM. Question, Mr. Sloan; Answer, Mr. Walter 
Long ~ ies ea i a me - ae oa Si 


UnpErreD Scnoot CHILDREN IN IRELAND.—Question, Mr. Delany ; Answer, 


Mr. Walter Long és pe me sid os ‘3 i? % 
i] 


ENNISKILLEN AssIzES—CASE OF OWEN CLEARY.—Question, Mr. Edward 
Mitchell (Fermanagh, N.); Answer, Mr. Walter Long os a ts 


YoucHaL Auxiniary AsyLum AccouNnts.—Question, Mr. Sloan ; Answer, Mr. 
Walter Long a a i ee ie ws ++ “fees 


YougHaL AsyLuM CHapLaIn’s REsIDENCE.—Question, Mr. Sloan and Captain 
Donelan (Cork, E.) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long ma e es “a 

i 
Irish Loca, GoverNMENT Board AvupiTors.—Question, Mr. MacVeagh 
(Down, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long as sei i a aa 


AppoINTMENT OF AUDITORS BY THE IRIsH LocaL Boarp.—Question, Mr. 
MacVeagh ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long mi * é“ - 


IrtsH Locat Autuoritries’ Accounts.—Question, Mr. MacVeagh ; Answer, 
Mr. Walter Long sa wa ea es y we as sis 


CASE oF CONSTABLE ANDERSON, Roya IrIsH CoNsTABULARY.—Questions, Mr. 
Dillon (Mayo, E.), Mr. John Redmond (Waterford), Mr. William Moore 
(Antrim, N.), Mr. Swift MacNeill, Mr. T. L. Corbett, Sir George Bartley 
(Islington, N.), Mr. Reddy (King’s County, Birr) and Mr. Mac Veagh ; Answer, 
Mr. Walter Long .. a es “ ‘a oe is - Mis 


vil 
Page 


477 


478 


478 


479 


=~ 
‘ 


479 


480 


480 


480 


481 


481 


485 


486 


486 











xlviii TABLE OF CONTENTS, 
May 16.] 


IntsH Ponick AND THe Rev. Fatuer Dunne, C.C.—Question, Mr. Roche 
(Galway, E.); Answer, Mr. Walter Long ar ia - ne i 


BALLINASLOE Petty Sessions CLERK AND THE Manon EstatE.—Question, 
Mr. Roche ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


THE Manon Estate.—Question, Mr. Roche ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long af 


CLERKSHIPS IN THE DuBLIN LAw Courts.—Question, Mr. MacVeagh ; Answer, 
The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Victor Cavendish, Derbyshire, 


Pirrte-Iveacn Motor Scueme.—Questions, Mr. MacVeagh and Mr. John 
Redmond ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long oe ute ne ess 
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Lord Stanley ss “ - ‘% “* ne i - 


Dustin BrickLAYERS’ Lock Ovut.—Question, Mr. Nannetti; Answer, The 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Trade (Mr. Bonar Law, Glasgow, 
Blackfriars) Ys = se x a9 ae es Re F 


Marine Insurance Brit.—Question, Mr. James Reid (Greenock); Answer, 
The Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, 
Manchester, E.) .. oe Se ees 


EccLestasTIcaL DISCIPLINE ComMISsIoN.—Questions, Mr. Edward Mitchell, Mr. 
Austin Taylor (Liverpool, East Toxteth) and Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, 
Mr. A. J. Balfour .. a ae ea aa es ‘ i 


Scottish CuurcHes Brii.—Questions, Mr. Buchanan and Mr. Keir Hardie 
(Merthyr Tydvil) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour wi as - i 


Tae CoLonraL CoNFERENCE.—Question, Mr. Soares (Devonshire, Barnstaple), 
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Motion FoR ADJOURNMENT.—Questions, Mr. Lloyd-George and Mr, Soares ; 
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Business oF THE House.—Question, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling 
Burghs), Mr. Arthur Stanley (Lancashire, Ormskirk), Mr. Keir Hardie, Mr. 
John Redmond, Mr. Theodore Taylor (Lancashire, Radcliffe), and Mr. 
Crooks (Woolwich) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour at <% ae ee 


WorkMeEn’s TRAINS.—Ordered, That the Evidence of the Select Committee on 
Workmen’s Trains in Session 1904 be referred to the Select Committee on 
Workmen’s Trains.—(Colonel Bowles.) .. a e oe oe ee 
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SELECTION (STANDING CommitreEs).—Mr. HAtsey reported from the Committee 

of Selection, That they had discharged the following Member from the 

Standing Committee on Law and Courts of Justice, and Legal Procedure, in 

respect of the Town Tenants (Ireland Bill: Mr. J. F. X. O’Brien, and had 

appointed in substitution, Mr. MacVeagh. ne a «s és .. 501 

Report to lie upon the Table. 


Finance Bill.—{Seconp Reapine].— 
Question again proposed. 


Order read, for resuming adjourned deb: ate on Questne [15th May], “ That 
the Bill be now read a second time.” 


Mr. McCrae (Edinburgh, E.) ts ae ae ia <3 .. 501 


Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) .. ea wi as -- 500 
Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tower Hamlets, Poplar) vr 51S 
The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Victor Cavendish, Derby: 

shire, W.) és es ‘ie ss .. 518 
Mr. Lough (Islington, W). rv ‘a #3 Se .. 526 
Sir John Gorst (Cambridge University) wa es x ‘ .. 532 
Sir Robert Reid (Dumfries Burghs) ‘ ae $3 ‘3 -. 533 
Lord George Hamilton (Middlesex, Ealing) “ - me « 
Mr. McKenna (Monmouthshire, N.) i att i nia .. 543 
Sir George Bartley (Islington, N.) .. ws as we a « 
Mr. Blake (Uongford, S.) .. ae ae ; LF .. ODL 
Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, E.) es - 7 ie .. 597 


And, it being half-past Seven of the clock, the debate stood adjourned till 
this Evening’s Sitting. 


EVENING SITTING. 


Thames Conservancy Bill (By Orper).—{Seconp Reapina].—Order for 
econd Reading read. 


Mr. Grenfell (Buckinghamshire, Wycombe) on e -« 560 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “‘ That the Bill be now read a second 


time.” 
Sir James Joicey (Durham, Chester-le-Street) — .. e a .. 569 
Sir W. Hart Dyke (Kent, Dartford) ‘i as “i ‘i .. 570 
Mr. Runciman (Dewsbury) , as oe - -_ ee 
Mr. David Morgan (Essex, Walthamstow) , “ Be ee 572 
Mr. John Burns (Battersea) Sie ee xe ae aa ve One 
Sir Albert Rollit (Islington, S.) Si es ‘a> oe 
The Parliamentary Secretary to the "Bowwd of Trade (Mr. Bonar Law, 
Glasgow, Blackfriars) ‘a = we a oo OF 
Sir Carne Rasch (Essex, € thelmsford) +s x“ en .. 580 
Sir John Brunner (Cheshire, Northwich) .. at we oe ». O81 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed. 
Captain Jessel (St. Pancras, 8.) .. ss ee wa “ .. 582 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That it be an instruction to the Com- 
mittee on the Bill to insert aclause to provide that the Conservators of 
the River Thames shall make compensation to all persons whose 
property or works are damaged by or in consequence of any operations 
of the Conservators in connection with dredging or otherwise deepening 

and improving the channels within the limits defined by the Bill, and 
‘to provide that any dispute or difference arising therefrom shall be 
settled by arbitration under the Arbitration Act, 1889.” —(Captain 
Jessel.) 


Mr. John Burns... 
Question put, and negatived. 


Finance Bill.—[Srconp Reaptnc].—Order read, for resuming adjourned 
debate on Question [15th May], “ That the Bill be now read a second time.” 
Question again proposed. 


Mr. Channing , 

Mr. John Wilson (Falkirk Burghs) 

Mr. Joseph Walton (Yorkshire, W.R., Barnsly a 

Mr. Soares (Devonshire Barnstaple) 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Mr. Austen ( ‘hamberlain, W orcestershire, 
#.) 

Mr. Buchanan (Perthshire, E.) 

Mr. Harwood (Bolton) Sn 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 155; Noes, 99. (Division List No. 160.)} 
Bill read a second time, and committed for Monday neav. 


Adjourned at eighteen minutes betore Une O'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, l7rn MAY, 1905. 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 


Mr. Spraker’s Apsence.—The House being met the Clerk at the Table in- 
formed the House of the unavoidable absence of Mr. SPEAKER, owing to 
continued indisposition. 


Whereupon Mr. JAmes Witttam Lowtuer the Chairman of Ways and 
Means, proceeded to the Table, and, after Prayers, took the Chair as 
Deputy-Speaker, pursuant to the Standing Order .. ss ee 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Hastings Harbour Bill [Lorps].—(King’s Consent signified)—Bill read the 
third time, and passed, without fet eg oe os ee eh 


Hastings Harbour District Railway cieatennont) a hot 
Considered ; to be read the third time . 
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Agricultural Rates Act, 1896, etc., Continuance Bill. bat 


Considered in Committee. 

(In the Committee.) 
{Mr. JeErrreys (Hampshire, N.) in the Chair.] 
Clause 1. 


Amendment again Awe 


“In page I, line 6, to leave out the words ‘one thousand nine 
hundred and ten,’ and insert the words ‘ until Parliament shall other- 
wise determine.’ ”—(Mr, Lambert.) 


Question again proposed, “‘ That the words ‘ one thousand nine hundred and 
ten’ stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) . 631 
The Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, 
Manchester, E.) , .. 632 
Sir Henry Fowler (W olverhampton, E) - os ne . -. 633 
Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South Molton) 4 i Wi .. 636 
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Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice (Wiltshire, seats 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn ii : , 
Mr. Emmott (Oldham) ; i 

Sir George Bartley (Islington, BP ss 

Dr. Hutchinson (Sussex, Rye) : 
Lieut.-Col. Pryce-J ones (Montgomery Boroughs) A 
Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Boroughs) .. 

Mr. Tennant (Berwickshire) es ae 

Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) .. 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 266; Noes, 80. (Division List No. 161). 


Motion made and Question proposed “ That the clause stand part of the 
Bill.” 


Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, E.) 

Mr. Cripps (Lancashire, meres 

Mr. Lloyd-C'eorge ‘ 

Mr, Spear (Devonshire, Tavistock) 

Sir Edward Strachey (Somersetshire, S.) 
Mr. Benn (Devonport) A 

Mr. Toulmin (Bury, Lancashire) ry 

Mr. Catheart Wason (Orkney and Shetland) 
Mr. A. K. Loyd (Berkshire, Abingdon) 

Sir Robert Reid (Dumyries Burghs) 


The President of the Local Government Board (Mr. Gerald "Baljour, 


Leeds, Central) es 
Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice 
Mr. Dalziel 
Sir Mark Stewart (Kirkcudbrightshire) ’ 
Mr. Courtenay Warner ( ee sh a 
Mr. Harwood (Bolton) ‘ ; ; 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 244; Noes, 86. (Division List No. 162). 


Bill reported, without Amendment; to be read the third time upon 
Monday next. 


Government Ships Bill.—Seconp Reapinc—Order for Second Reading read. 


The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Pretyman, Suffolk, Woodbridge) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” 


Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) .. 

Mr. Kearley (Devonport) ; 

Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) 

Sir Robert Reid (Dumfries Burghs) 

The Attorney-General (Sir Robert on? Inverness Burghs) 
Mr. Blake (Longford, 8S.) .. is ‘ #4 we 
Mr. Runcrman (Dewsbury) 


And, it being half-past Seven of the clock, the debate stood adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed upon Monday next. 
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EVENING SITTING. 


Ivi 


West InpIAn CoLonres (ADMINISTRATION). 
Mr. Lamont (Buteshire) .. “% ie 7A ‘a i -. 694 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That, in the opinion of this House, 
it is desirable to extend federal institutions in the British West Indies, 
in order to improve and to cheapen the administration of those 
colonies.”—(Mr, Lamont.) 


Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) ie és .. 699 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out from the word ‘ That,’ to the end of the Question, 
and add the words ‘ no change in the institutions of the British West 
Indies will be satisfactory which does not recognise the predominant 
interest of the majority of the taxpayers in the administration of the 
Colonies.’ ”’—(Sir Charles Dilke)—instead thereof. 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Question.” 


Mr. Malcolm (Suffolk, Stowmarket) ne ‘is - - - 8 

Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8S.) .. “i “% K a - .. 709 

Mr. Randles (Cumberland, Cockermouth) .. - ne “ s~ wae 

Mr. Cathcart Wason (Orkney and Shetland) ‘ie as Sa “». oar 

Mr. Lawrence (Liverpool, Abercromby)  .. seh ai ea .. 74 

Sir Brampton Gurdon (Norfolk, N.) Ses me ss ua .. 71d 

The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. Lyttelton, Warwick and 
Leamington) .. - - 4% 7 ws re os Oe 

Sir Edward Grey (Northumberland, Berwick) “ ok “i “ae 

Amendment and Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
Heavy Moror-Car Recutations. 
Mr. Gardner (Berkshire, Wokingham) ea ne oe a we 724 


Notice taken that forty Members were not present ; House counted, and 
forty Members not being present— 


House was adjourned at ten minutes before Twelve of the clock 
till To-morrow, 





HOUSE OF LORDS: THURSDAY, 18rH MAY, 1905. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House, That the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that the 
further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been com- 
plied with :—Baker Street and Waterloo Railway; E 


Me er 8 idgware and Hamp- 
. « « 6 ye € \ Ta] . . 

stead Railway ; Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead Railway ; Andover 
Lighting and Power. . 


The same were ordered to lie on the Table . 
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Lower Thames Electric Power Bill [H.1.]; Charing Cross and Strand Elec- 


tricity Supply Corporation Bill [H.1.]—Report from the Select Committee, 
That it is not expedient to ae further with the Bills ; read, and ordered 


to lie on the Table 725 
South Suburban Gas Bill; Epping Gas Bill; Nottingham and Retford Rail- 
way Bill.—Reported, without Amendment... = wie - és) ae 
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Higham and Hundred of Hoo Water Bill.—-Re ported, with an Amendment 725 


Corbett Estate Bill [1.1..].—Read 2* as a a eis ae <= “eae 
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Great Western Railway (New Railways) Bill—Read 2", and committed. 
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proposed by the Committee of Selection aa + -" = x 
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mitted. The Committee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection.. 726 
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provement Bill.—The King’s consent signified ; and Bills reported, with 
Amendments wi ‘a - = Ks «i ss za .. 426 


Morley Corporation Bill.—Report from the Select Committee, That the Com- 
mittee had not proceeded with the consideration of the Bill, the opposition 
thereto having been withdrawn; read, and ordered to lie on the Table. 

The orders made on the llth of April and pias last discharged, and 
Bill committed for Thursday next oi aa - 126 
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port, Birkdale, and West Lancashire Water Board Bill [.1.]; Formby 
Township Bill [u.L.] ; Humber Conservancy Bill [.1.].—Leave given to the 
Select Committee not to sit again till Monday next .. ne + oe 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [u.1.].—Committed. 
The Committee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection ¥a 


Hastings Harbour Bill [#.1.]—Returned from the Commons agreed to 


Alexander Scott’s Hospital Order Confirmation Bill (No. 77); Dundee 
Water Order Confirmation Bill (No. 78).—Brought from the Commons, and 
read 1*; to be printed ; and (pursuant to the Private Legislation Procedure 
(Scotland) Act, 1899), deemed to have been read 2* and reported from the 
Committee .. oe - > a a ‘ 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC, 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES). 


0. 3375. Zanzibar (Pemba). 


N 
No. 3376. Persia (Khorassan). - ‘ 


Army (MepicaL DEPARTMENT).—Report for the year*1903, 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table i eo 


Mercuant Suippine Act, 1894.—Two Orders in Council of May 10th, 1905, 
varying the establishment of the Commissioners of Northern Lighthouses 
and the Commissioners of Irish Lights respectively 


ExtTrRADITION Acts, 1870 To 1895.—Order in Council of May 10th , 1905, direct- 
ing that the Extradition Acts, 1870 to 1895, shall Veer to the case of 
Cuba - es — es ‘ sis 


Pusiic Recorps (Orrick or Lanp Revenur Recorps AND ENROLMENTS).— 
Schedule containing a list and particulars of classes of documents existing or 
accruing in the Office of Land Revenue Records and Enrolments which are 
not considered of sufficient public value to justify their preservation iv the 
Public Record Office 


Post Orrick (ForEIGN AND CoLontAL Parcet Post, Unirep STATES OF 
AMERICA).—Statutory Rules and Orders, 1905, No. 231. The Foreign 
and Coionial Parcel Post Amendment (No. 14) Warrant, 1905 


Potiine Districts. (County of Northumberland).—Order made by the County 
Council of the County of Northumberland, altering certain polling districts 
in the Wansbeck Parliamentary Division. 


(West Riding of Yorkshire). Order made by the County Council of the 
West Riding of Yorkshire,altering certain polling districts in the Doncaster, 
Osgoldeross, Rotherham, and Sowerby Parliamentary Divisions. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act) and ordered to lie on the Table 
Licensep Hovuses.—Petitions for early closing of ; of inhabitants of ,Penrith 


(10); Young Men’s Christian Association ; read, and ordered to lie on the 
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NEW BILLS. 


Supreme Court of Judicature (Ireland) (No. 1) Bill [x.1.].—A Bill to 
extend Section 86 of the Supreme Court of Judicature Act (Ireland), 1877. 
Was presented by the Lord Ashbourne ; read la; to be printed ; and to 
be read 2a on Monday next. (No. 75.) Py i os - “a 


Supreme Court of Judicature (Ireland) (No. 2) Bill [x.1.].—A Bill to amend 
the Judicature (Ireland) Acts, 1877 to 1897, and Section 6 of the Local 
Registration of Title (Ireland) Act, 1891, and the law relating to bankrupts 
and to the constitution of certain election courts in Ireland. Was presented 
by the Lord Ashbourne ; read la; to be printed; and to be read 2a on 
Tuesday next. (No. 76.) Aa ws ee ee - 


Closing of Licensed Premises (Christmas Day) (Ireland) Bill.—{Seconp 
Reapine |.—Order of the day read for adjourned debate on the Motion for 
the Second Reading. 


The Lord President of the Council and President of the Board ai Education 
(The Marquess of Londonde tect - ee “¢ = ee 
Lord Avebury &, ‘ as «s ae 


Moved, “ That the debate on the Motion for the Second Reading be ad- 
journed till Tuesday next.” 


On Question, Motion agreed to. 
THE Loss OF THE “* BANFFSHIRE.” 
Lord Muskerry me * “s ‘ae a ie oe 
House adjourned at half-past Four o'clock, till To-morrow, hali- 
past Ten o'clock. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS : THURSDAY, 181 MAY, 1905; 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


Mr. Speaker’s Apsence.—The House being met, the Clerk at the Table in- . 


formed the House of the unavoidable absence of Mr. SpEAKER, owing to 
continued indisposition. 


Whereupon, Mr. James Witt1am Lowrner, the Chairman of Ways and 
Means, proceeded to the Table, and, after Prayers, took the Chair as 
Deputy-Speaker, pursuant to the Standing Order. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Dusuin Potice Acts AMENDMENT Biui (No Stanpina Orpers APPLICABLE).— 
Mr. Deruty-SpeAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills, pursuant to the Order of the House of the 1th 
day of May, That, in the ease of the following Bill, no Standing Orders are 
applicable, viz. :—Dublin Police Acts Amendment Bill 


Alexander Scott’s Hospital Order Confirmation Bill; Arbroath Corpora- 
tion Water Order Confirmation Bill ; Dundee Water Order Confirmation Bill 
Read the third time, and passed 
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Local Government Provisional Order (No. 16) Bill.—“ To confirm a Pro- 
visional Order of the Local Governfhent Board relating to Sheffield,” pre- 
sented by Mr. Grant Lawson ; supported by Mr. Gerald Balfour ; read the 
first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and 
to be printed. [Bill 224.] 


Cork Junction Railways Bill.— Ordered, That the evidence taken before the 
Committees on the Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Railway (City of Dublin 
Junction Railways) Bill, 1884, the Cork and Fermoy and Waterford and 
Wexford Railway Bill, 1890, the Fishguard and Rosslare Railways and 
Harbours Bill, 1898, the great Southern and Western and Waterford, 
Limerick, and Western Railway Companies Amalgamation Bill, 1899, and 
the great Southern and Western and Waterford, Limerick, and Western 
Railway Companies Amalgamation Bill, 1900, be referred to the Committee 
on the Cork Junction Railways Bill.—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


McConnell’s Divorce Bill {Lorps].—Ordered, That the Minutes of Evidence 
and Proceedings in the House of Lords on the Second Reading of MeConnell’s 
Divorce Bill, together with the Documents deposited in the cases, be returned 
to the House of Lords.—(Mr. Attorney-General.) 


Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Railway Bill.— Reported, with Amend- 


ments; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed 


tAILWAY BILxs (GRovp 4).--Ordered, That Alderman Daniel Horgan and Captain 

L. Bertie Millington do attend the Committee on Group 4 of Railway Bills 

on Wednesday next, at half-past Eleven of the clock “se Me 5 

Kiattway Bitits (Group No. 7).—Mr. Bonp reported from the Committee on 

Group No. 7 of Railway Bills, That, for the convenience of parties, the Com- 

mittee had adjourned till Monday next, at half-past Twelve of the clock. 
Report to lie upon the Table 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill.— Reported, without 
Amendment [Provisional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie upon the Table. 
Bill to be read the third time To-morrow - > 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No, 5) Bill.—Reported, without 
Amendment [Provisional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie upon the Table. 
Bill to be read the third time To-morrow ie ‘ 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Order (No. 1) Bill —Reported, 
without Amendment [Provisional Order confirmed]; Report to lie upon 
the Table. Bill to be read the third time To-morrow 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill.—Reported, with 
Amendments | Provisional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie upon the Table. 
Bill, as amended, to be considered ‘To-morrow 


Electric Lighting Provisional Order (No. 3) Bill— Reported, with Amend- 
ments [Provisional Order confirmed]; Report to lie upon the Table. Bill, 
as amended, to be considered To-morrow 


Electric Lighting Provisional Order (No. 2) Bill.—Reported, without 
Amendment [Provisional Order confirmed] ; Report to lie upon the Table. 
Bill to be read the third time To-morrow 
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lie upon the Table, and to be printed .. ee “ ‘ , ‘ 

East Cowes Gas Bill [Lorps].—Reported, without Amendment. Report 

to lie upon the Table, and to be printed h “ am - - 
PETITIONS. 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Po.iine Districts (County oF NoRTHUMBERLAND).—Copy presented, of Order 
made by the County Council of the County of Northumberland altering 
certain Polling Districts in the Wansbeck Parliamentary Division [by Act]; 
to lie upon the Table .. ~ He 


Po.Line Districts (WEsT RipING oF YORKSHIRE).—Copy presented of Order 
made by the County Council of the West Riding of Yorkshire altering certain 
Polling Districts in the Doncaster, Osgoldcross, Rotherham, and Sowerby 
Parliamentary Divisions [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


RAILwAys ABANDONMENT.—Copy presented, of Report by the Board of Trade 
respecting the South Lancashire Tramways Bill [Lords], and the objects 
thereof [pursuant to Standing Order 158b]; referred to the Committee 

n the Bill .. si 9 i - 


Mercuant Suipprne Act, 1894.—Copies presented, of Two Orders in Coxincil 
of the 10th May, 1905, varying the Establishments of the Commissioners 
of Northern Lighthouses and the Commissioners of Irish Lights, respec- 
tively [by Act]; to lie upon the Table .. #3 


ExtTrapition Acts, 1870 To 1895.—Copy presented, of Order in Council of 10th 
May, 1905, directing that the Extradition Acts, 1870 to 1895, shall apply 
in the case of Cuba [by Act]; to lie upon the Table “ os oe 


Fuax anp Linen Facrortes.—Address for “ Return of the number of Flax and 
Linen Factories in the United Kingdom subject to inspection under The 
Factory and Workshop Act, 1901, and the number of Spindles and Looms 
used in such Factories.”—(Mr. Wolff)... 


Parish MepicaL Orricers (ScorLanp).—Return ordered, “* showing for each 
Parish in Scotland as at the Ist day of December, 1902, the salaries and fees 
paid to outdoor Medical Officers under the Poor Law, Lunacy, and Vaccina- 
tion Acts, and the arrangements made by the parish council for supplying 
medicines and medical appliances to poor persons.” —(Mr. Charles Douglas.) 


IncoME-‘AxX AssESSMENTS.—Return ordered, “of the number of Assessments 
to the Income-Tax for the years ending the 5th day of April, 1902 and 1903 
(in the same classes and in the same amounts as stated in and in continua- 
tion of Parliamentary Paper, No. 314, of Session 1902).”—(Sir George Bartley.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 
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Suppiy [7tH ALLOTTED Day’ 
Considered in Committee. 
(In, the Committee.) 


{Mr. Jerrreys (Hampshire, N.) in the Chair. 


Navy Estimates, 1905-6.—Motion made, and Question proposed, * That a suin, 
not exceeding £1,905,200, be granted to His Majesty, to defray the Expense 
of Works, Buildings, and Repairs, at Home and Abroad, including the cost 
of Superintendence, Purchase of Sites, Grants in Aid, and other Charge 
connected therewith, which will come in course of payment during th 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 1906.” 


The Civil Lord of the Admiralty (Mr. Arthur Lee, Hants, nanienin 2a, aaa 
Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) P ie se 800 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) .. “3 a a - .. 780 
Mr. Thomas Shaw (Hawick Burghs) al wa ee Pa -- 182 
Sir John Colomb (Great Yarmouth) 2 at a re we, 400 
Mr. McCrae (Edinburgh, E.) a Me < .. 788 
Mr. Gibson Bowles ss a a me ec ~ a« “ae 
Mr, Edmund Robertson a i a zs a oe a ne 
Mr. Buchanan (Perthshire, E.) ce ar af ee ee ca Eo 
Mr. John Dewar (Inverness) ae ue gs oe eA -- (00 
Mr. Arthur Lee ee ce ne ~« 796 
Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) .. 801 
The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Pretyman, — W Woodbridge) .. 803 
Mr. Munro Ferguson (Leith Burghs ) oe ~» 906 
Mr. Black (Banffshire) : e ae o es .. B07 
Sir John Colomb (Great Yarmouth) x te sy .. 809 
Mr. Benn (Devonport) if a e ee - .. 809 
Mr. Whitley (Halijaz) ‘4 ue “ss ar * es .. 810 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That Item A (Salaries and Allow- 
ances of Superintending Officers and others) be reduced by £510.”— 
(Mr. Whitley). 


Mr. Bright es ay * i ae és on ae 
Mr. Arthur Lee . ce a a és as .- 812 
Mr. Gibson Bowles ia a3 Hs .. 813 
Mr. Courtenay Warner ( (Staffords shire, Lichfield) 8 af ie .. 8b 
Mr. Labouchere (Northampton) i ‘ i ws ¥ .. Sid 
Mr. Charles Devlin (Galway) es we ~ - ve we 815 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 118; Noes, 202. (Division [ist No. 163.) 


Mr. Courtney Warner ‘ “ x , a wa + 89 
Mr, Arthur Lee 7% - “a ma ve ee ee «- 819 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn; 


Mr. Whitley <a os i ws we .- 820 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, EB.) ee ee oe oe oe oe 8 








Ixvili , TABLE OF CONTENTS. 





May 18.] Page 
Mr. Kearley (Devonport) .. ms 3 - a .. 821 
Mr. € ina Warner . wm - ‘a “i ie -. 822 
Mr. Dalziel (Kirkcaldy Burghs) “e ee i « <4 -. 823 
Mr. Dillon én es <i .. 824 
The Financial Secretary to ‘the War Office ( Mr. Bromley Davenport, 
Cheshire, Macclesf'c!..) , he a ar is .. 824 
Mr. Dalziel - a ks ea " te o4 .. 826 


And, it being half-past Seven of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


The Clerk at the Table informed the House of the unavoidable absence of 
the Chairman of Ways and Means from the remainder of this day’s 
Sitting, owing to indisposition. 


Whereupon Mr. JEFFREYS, the Deputy-Chairman, took the Chair as Deputy- 
Speaker, pursuant to the Standing Order. 


Committee report Vrogress ; to sit again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 4 
Supp.y [7TH ALLoTTED Day.] 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.), in the Chair.] 

Navy Estimates, 1905-6.—Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That a sum, 
not exceeding £1,905,200, be granted to His Majesty, to defray the Expense 
of Works, Buildings, and Repairs at Home and Abroad, including the cost 
of Superintendence, Purchase of Sites, Grants in Aid, and other charges 


connected therewith, which will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 51st day of March, 1906,” 





Mr. Whitley - es as a ri ea -- 380 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That Item D (Victualling Yards) be 
reduced by £550.”—(Mr. Whitley.) 





Colonel Lockwood (Essex, Epping) as wi ‘a ais « 620 
Mr. Morrison (Wiltshire, Wilton) es 7 x .. 829 
Sir Frederick Banbury (Camberwell, Peetham) te i ws .. 830 
Mr. Bromley Davenport... és ar ys iis er .. 83 

Mr. Renwick (Newcastle-on-1 yne) 2) a ain .. 831 
Mr. W. Rutherford (Liver pod, West ( Dery) wie “* * .. 831 
Mr. Mooney = - as .- 832 
Mr. Dillon “es <s - re - ‘ es .. 833 
Mr. Dalziel - ee a i wh a ais .. 833 
Mr. Pretyman a3 em i “¢ ai “6 ‘ia .. 835 
Mr. McCrae i “a a a be - i .. 836 
Mr. Dillon i a Pe se ie wi ee .. 836 


Mr. Soares ne A = oe ie re ate .. 836 
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Page 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 101; Noes, 151. (Division List No. 164.) 
Original Question again proposed. 
Mr. Whitley 5 ne as a ae aa aca -- 839 
Motion made, and Question proposed, * That Item E (Naval Barracks and 
General Fleet Services) be reduced by £15,000.”—(Mr. Whitley.) 
Mr. Shackleton (Lancashire, Clitheroe) 840 
Mr. Mooney am ai 841 
Mr. Arthur Lee PP - a 842 
Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, S.) 842 


Question put. 

Lie Committee divided :—Ayes, 95; Noes, 151: (Division List No. 165.) 

Original Question put, and agreed to. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, “‘ That a sum, not exceeding £336,400, 
be granted to His Majesty, to defray the Expenses of the Admiralty 


Office, which will come in course of payment during the year ending on 
the 3lst day of March, 1906.” 


M?. Swift MacNeil 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That Item A (Salaries, Wages, and 
Allowances) be reduced by £100.”—(Mr. Swift MacNeill.) 


Mr. Pretyman 
Mr. Benn 


And, it being Midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report to the 
House. 


Resolution to be reported upon Monday next | Committee also report Pro 
gress ; to sit again upon Monday next. 


Question, “‘ That this House do now adjourn ”—(Sir A. Acland-Hood) put 
and agreed to. 


Adjourned at seven minutes after Twelve o'clock: 





HOUSE OF LORDS, FRIDAY, MAY 19a, 1905. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House, that the Clerk of the Parliaments 


had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the Examiners that the Standing 
Orders have not been complied with in respect of the Petition for additional 
provision in the following Bill :—Wellingborough and District Tramroads 
Electricity Supply [.u.]. The same was ordered to lie on the Table .. 
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Wellingborough and District Tramroads and Electricity Supply Bill H 


[u.L.].—(Petition for additional provision). Examiner’s Certificate of non- 
cone with the Standing Orders referred to the a Orders 
Committee on Tuesday next .. iis - - as .. 853 








Nottingham Corporation Bill (H L iene from the Select Committee, _ 
with Amendments en : “f a «. 863 


Birmingham Corporation Bill.—Report from the Select Committee, That the 
Committee had not proceeded with the consideration of the Bill, the opposi- 
tion thereto having been withdrawn ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table. 
The Orders made on May 11th discharge d, and Billcommitted .. .. 853 


Heckmondwike Improvement Bill.—Read 2*, and committed. The Com- 
mittee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection - $s .. 853 


Weybridge and Walton-upon-Thames Electric Supply auld Chelsea 


Evectriciry Suppty Bitu. Read 3°, and passed .. 895 


Wrexham Gas Bill —Read 3*, with the Amendments, and pee, aud re- 
turned to the Commons .. i - ts “4 ‘ me .. 833 





Administrative County of London and District Electric Power Company 
Bill [u.u.]; Metropolitan Electric Supply Company (Various Powers) Bill 
[H.L.]; Llandrindod Wells Urban District Council Bill [H.1.]; Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne Corporation Bill [H.L.]; Wellingborough and District Tram- 
roads and Electricity Supply Bill [u.L.]; Acton Sewage Bill—Leave given 
to the Select Committee not to sit on Monday next till half-past Twelve 
o'clock 3 be oe en - a 25 os i .. 853 


Great Northern Railway Bill.—Report from the Select Committee, that the 
Committee had not proceeded with the consideration of the Bill, the opposi- 
tion thereto having been withdrawn ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table: 

The orders made on the 11th May discharged, and Bill committed .. .. 854 


McConnell’s Divorce Bill [u..].—Minutes of evidence and proceedings before 
this House on the Second Reading, oe with the documents deposited, 
returned from the Commons... : “a is - ee .. 854 


Education Board Provisional Orders Confirmation (Liverpool, etc.) Bill 
[H.L.]; Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London No. 2) 
Bill [u...].—Committed to a Committee of the Whole House on nee 
next ‘ ae x a ts es ee 854 


Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London No. 1) Bill 
[u.L.].—Committed. The Committee to be ee by the Committee 
of Selection ca i ot oe : se ee me .. 854 


Arbroath Water Order Confirmation Bill.—Brought from the Commons 
and read 1*; to be printed ; and (pursuant to the Private Legislation Pro- 
cedure (Scotland) Act, 1899), deemed to have been read 2* (The Lord Kin- 
tore (H. Kintore)) , and reported from the Committee. (No. 79) .. .. 854 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Order (No. 1) Bill (No. 80); 
Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill (No. 81); Local Govern- 
ment Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill (No. 82).—Brought from the Commons 
and read 1*; to be printed; and referred to the Examiners “i .. 854 
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Hitchin and District Gas Bill ; Croydon Corporation Bill ; Ealing Corporation 
Bill; Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London No. 1) 
Bill [H.L.]; Stockport Corporation Bill; Bristol Corporation Bill; Great 
Western Railway (New Railways) Bill; Great Western Railway (Additional 
Powers) Bill ; Gas and Water Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [#.1.]; London 
Gas Bill.—Report from the Committee of Selection, That the following Lords 
be proposed to the House to form the Select Committ» for the consideration 
of the said Bills, viz. —D. Wellington, M. Winchester, E. Rosse, E. Gains- 
borough, L. Newton (Chairman) ; agreed to; and the said Lords appointed 
accordingly. The Committee to meet on Thursday next, at Eleven o’clock ; 
and all petitions referred to the Committee, with leave to the petitioners 
praying to be heard by counsel against the Bills to be heard as desired, as 
also counsel for the Bills 


Newcastle-upon-Tyne Corporation Bill [x.1.]; Acton Sewage Bill ;,Welling- 
borough and District Tramroads and Electricity Supply Bill [#.u.].—Re- 
port from the Committee of Selection, That the Lord Ranfurly (£. Ranfurly) 
be proposed to the House as a member of the Select Committee on the said 
Bills in the place of the Lord Ravensworth ; read, and agreed to .. 


Metropolitan and Great Central Railway Companies Bill{#.u.]; South- 
port, Birkdale, and West Lancashire Water Board Bill [H.t.]; Formby 
Township Bill [4.L.]; Humber Conservancy Bill [x.t.]. Report from the 
Committee of Selection, That the Viscount Ridley be proposed to the House 
as a member of the Select Committee on the said Bills in the place of the 
Earl of Yarborough ; read and agreed to 


RETURNS, REPORTS,BETC. 


Free FunD or THE House or Lorps.—The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments had laid on the Table the Annual 
Accounts of the Fee Fund of the House of Lords. The same was ordered 
to lie on the Table, and to be referred to the Select Committee of the House 
of Lords Offices ., ; Be Ae we a oe ae fs 


Poor RELIEF (ScoTLAND).—Report to the Local Government Board for Scotland 
on the methods of administering poor relief in certain large town parishes 
of Scotland ¥ Ka 3 


Epvcation (ScoTLAND).—Reports, statistics, etc., on Continuation Classes 
(Scotland), 1903-1904 .. $a 


TRINITY CoLLEGE, DusLin, Estates CoMMISSION 
Report of the Commissioners. 
Appendix and minutes of evidence ; with appendices and maps. 
Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table] .. 
Mepway CoNSERVANCY.—Statement of receipts and expenditure by the Con- 


servators for the year ended March 25th, 1905. Delivered (pursuant 
to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table ae 
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LicensED Hovses.—Petition for early closing of; of Reading and District 
Temperance Council ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table ofa .. 856 


Polling Districts (County Councils) Bill [#.1.]. 


Polling Arrangements (Parliamentary Boroughs) Bill [.1.].—Read 3a 
(according to order), and passed, and sent to the Commons .. : .. 856 


House adjourned at twenty-five minutes before Five o’clock, to 
Monday next, a quarter before Eleven o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: FRIDAY, 197TH MAY, 1905. 
The House met at Twelve of the Clock. 2 
Mr. SPEAKER’S ABSENCE. 


The House being met, the Clerk at the Table informed the House ot 
the unavoidable absence of Mr. SPEAKER, owing to continued indisposition. 


Whereupon Mr. James WILLIAM Lowrner, the Chairman of Ways and 
Means, proceeded to the Table, and, after Prayers, took the Chair as Deputy- 
Speaker, pursuant to the Standing Order. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PrivaTE Bitits [Lorps] Sranpinc ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO NOT COM- 
PLIED WITH).—Mr. Deputy-SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from 
one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of 
the following Bill, originating in the Lords, the Standing Orders which are 
applicable thereto have not been complied with, viz. :—Great Central 
Railway Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Report be referred to the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders - mm - Re 4 by 2 = .. 853 


PROVISIONAL OrpDER BILLs (STANDING OrpdERS APPLICABLE THERETO COMPLIED 
wiTH).—Mr. Deeuty-Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That. in the case of the following 
Bills referred on the First Reading thereof, the Standing Orders which are 
applicable thereto have been complied with, viz. :—Local Government 
(Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill; Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 10) Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time upon Monday next .. . 8dT 
Highland Raiiway Bill.—Read the third time, and passed. [New ‘Title.} .. 857 
Leeds and Liverpool Canal Bill [Lorps]; Metropolitan District Railway 

Bill [Lords]; Orphan Working School and Alexandra Orphanage Bill 

[Lords]. Read the third time, and passed, with Amendments o 857 


Great Northern, Piccadilly, and Brompton Railway (No. 1) Bill.— As 
amended, considered ; Clauses added ; Amendments made ; Bill to be read 
the third time ie ae i ~ i in . wo .. 8d7 
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Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill—Local Government 
(Ireland) Provisional Order (No. 1) Bill; Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 4) Bill; Local Gover nment Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill. 








Read the third time, and passed 857 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill.—Electric Lighting Pro- 

visional Orders (No. 3) Bill. As amended, considered ; to be read the third 

time upon Monday next : ne ish <a - be .. 858 
Raitway Britis (Group No. 6).—Mr. Kearey reported from the Committee 

on Group No. 6 of Railway Bills; That, for the convenience of parties, the 

Committee had adjourned till Tuesday next, at half- sian Eleven of the 

clock. Report to lie upon the Table on . , .. 858 
Private Britis (Group E).—Ordered, That Lieutenant-Colonel Charles Fox do 

attend the Committee on Group E of Private Bills on Tuesday next, at 

Eleven of the clock .. 858 
Bootle Corporation Bill.—The Cxarrman of Ways anb MEANS, in pursuance 

of Standing Order No. 83 relating to Private Bills, informed the House that, 

in his opinion the Bootle Corporation Bill, though unopposed, ai to be 

treated as a1 opposed Bill “ aa es ¥ : .. 858 

PETITIONS. 

HousE oF Commons (PRocEDURE).—Petition of KE. C. Wolstenholme Elmy, 

und others for alteration ; to lie upon the Table mY ae ae .. 398 
LICENSED PREMISES (Hours oF CLostne).—Petition from King’s Lynn for 

alteration of law ; to lie upon the Table 858. 
Pusplic Lipraries Acts (Extension) Briu.—Petition from Westminster, 

against ; to lie upon the Tuble .. - e “a - oy 859 
Pusiic Lisraries BiLt.—Petition from Westminster, against; to lie upon 

the Table .. ms = Gi we ce Pe ds s .. 859 


Waces Boarps Biiu.—Petition from London, against ; to lie upon the Table 859 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Poor Retier (ScorLanp).—Copy presented, of Report to the Local Govern- 
ment Board for Scotland on the methods of administering Poor Relief in 
certain large town parishes of Scotland [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table ‘ re rr +s ‘ wi - is ; .. 899 


EpucaTIon (ScoTLanb) (CONTINUATION CLAssEs).—Copy presented, of Reports, 
Statistics, etc., on Continuation Classes (Scotland), 1903-4 [by Command] ; 


to lie upon the Table 85" 
Trinity CoLitece, Dusiin, Estates Commisston.—Copy presented, of Report 

of the Commissioners [by Command]; to lie upon the Table es .. 859 
Trinity CoLtece, Dustin, Estates Commisston.—Copy presented, of Appendix 
to Report of the Commissioners, Minutes of Evidence, with Appendices and 

; 859 


Maps [by Command] ; to le upon the Table 
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T’apER Latp UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE House.—Medway Conserv- 
ancy. Copy of Statement of Receipts and Expenditure of the Conservators 
for the year ending March 25th, 1905 [by Act] 


Minitia (Service Outstpe Unirep Kinepom).—Address for ‘“ Return show- 
ing— 
(1) The number of Militia units and the number of officers and men 
serving in the Militia on the Ist day of January, 1900, 


**(2) The number of Militia units and the number of officers and men, 
excluding the Militia Reserve, who served outside the United Kingdom at 
any time between October, 1899, and June, 1902, distinguishing those who 
served (a) in South Africa ; (b) at Mediterranean or other stations outside 
the United Kingdom. 


**(3) The number of Militia Reserve who served in South Africa.” — 
(Mr. Griffith Boscawen.) 
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859 


860 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


PROSECUTION OF POACHERS—INTERFERENCE OF FISHERIES BRANCH OF THE 
Irish Boarp oF AGRICULTURE.—Question, Mr. Charles Craig (Antrim, §.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


lostaL FactLities FoR Cut FLowers FROM CAHERDANIEL, County KerRRy.— 
Question, Mr. Boland (Kerry, 8.) ; Answer, Lord Stanley 


PAYMENT OF SALARIES OF NATIONAL ScHooL TEACHERS BY DUBLIN SORTING 
CLERKS AND TELEGRAPHISTS.—Question, Mr Nannetti (Dublin, College 
Green) ; Answer, Lord Stanley x es - - 


ADMIRALTY—DIsMIssAL OF Mr. Mittarp.—Question, Mr. Lloyd George (Car- 
narvon Boroughs) ; Answer, Mr. Arthur Lee ar wi ee oe 


REGULATION OF Motor TRAFFIC IN SCOTLAND.—Question, Mr. Cathcart Wason 
(Orkney and Shetland) ; Answer, Mr. Scott Dickson 


Trish EvictepD TENANTS—APPLICATIONS FOR REINSTATEMENT FROM PATRICK 
O'NEILL AND Denis O’CoNNELL.—Question, Mr. Boland; Answer, Mr. 
Walter Long - ‘ - - ws - - - - 


NEGOTIATIONS FOR PurcHASE OF Sir J: Gore-Bootn’s Estate.—Question, 
Mr. O’Dowd (Sligo, S.) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long <a sts 7 


Manvat Instruction In Irish ScHoots.—Question, Mr. O’Malley (Galway, 
Connemara) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long ka ey on ‘ we 


Guys AND WAVENEYsS ScHoois, BALLYMENA.—Question, Mr. Sloan (Belfast, 8.); 
Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


ADVANCES TO LorD DUNRAVEN’sS ToWN TENANTs IN Croom, County LIMERICK. 
—Question, Mr. O’Shaugnessy (Limerick, W.); Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


AssIsTANT CLERKS (ABsTRACTORS CLASs)—BENEFITS OF NEw ScHEME.—Ques- 
tion, Mr. Nannetti; Answer, Mr: Victor Cavendish .. Hs “i ea 
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SeLecTion (StanpING CommittTees).—Mr. Hatsey reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection; That they had discharged the follownig Members 
from the Standing Committee on Law and Courts of Justice, and Legal 
Procedure, in respect of the Town Tenants (Ireland) Bill :—Sir Charles 
Dilke and Mr. Jordan; and had appointed in substitution :—Mr. Higham 
and Mr. Joyce... os ms = es oe ae! Ae «« (685 


Report to lie upon the Table. 
NEW WRIT; 
New Writ for the County of York (North Riding, Whitby Division), in 
the room of Ernest William Beckett, esquire, now Baron Grimthorpe.— 


(Mr. H. W. Forster.) 4 a 9 a - = <a .. 805 


Land Values (Taxation) Scotland Bill—(Seconp Reapina.].—Order for 
Second Reading read. 


Mr. Ainsworth (Argyllshire) - re es ‘ es .. 866 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read a second 

time.” 

Sir Hugh Shaw-Stewart (Renfrew, E.) 3 es = ae .. 873 

Mr. Baird (Glasgow, Central) i - as ie a .. 876 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘ now,’ and at the end of tne Question to 
add the words * upon this day six months.’ ”°—(Sir Hugh Shaw-Stewart.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word ‘ now’ stand part of the Question.” 


Mr. Crombie (Kincardineshire) .. ae ae ae he .. 878 
Mr. Whitley (Halifax) Re s oe ie ae oe (Oreo 
Sir Charles Renshaw (Renfrew, W.) Ee ws Se a .. 886 
Mr. Findlay (Lanarkshire, N.E.).. = st - = .. 891 
Sir William Arrol (Ayrshire, S.) . i ot a .. 891 
Mr. Charles Douglas (Lanarkshire, N. W ) ee os ee .. 894 
Mr. Hozier (Lanark, 8.) .. , ae Be ae .. 896 
Mr. Thomas Shaw ila ick Burghs) Me a .. 900 
The Lord Advocate (Mr. Scott Dickson, Glasqow, “Bridyton) a .. 906 


Question put. 

The House divided :—Ayes, 145; Noes, 131. (Division List No. 165.) 
Main Question put. 

The House divided :—Ayes, 143; Noes, 123. (Division List No. 167). 
Bill read a second time, and committed for Monday next. 


Wherupon Mr. Deputy-Speaker adjourned the House without Question 
put, in pursuance of Standing Order No. 3. 


Adjourned at thirty-five minutes before Six o'clock till Monday next, 
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HOUSE OF LORDS: MONDAY, 22np MAY, 1905. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House That the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been complied with : 
Rotherham, Maltby, and Laughton Railway ; London United Tramways 
(Extension of Time). 


The same were ordered to lie on the Table 


Metropolitan and Great Central Railway Companies Bill [1-1.].—Leave 
given to the Select Committee to continue sitting in the absence of the 
Lord Monk Bretton 


Whitby Urban District Council Bill [#..]—The King’s consent signified ; 
and Bill reported from the Select Committee, with Amendments .. va 


Bangor (County Down) Water and Improvement Bill [#.u.]—The King’s 
consent signified ; and Bill reported from the Select Committee, with Amend- 
ments 8 


Mansfield Corporation Bil] [1...].—Reported from the Select Committee, 
with Amendments ay a x + ” a es re 


Metropolitan and Great Central Railway Companies Bill[#.. ]——Reported 
from the Select Committee, with Amendments : on os se 


Sandgate Urban District Council Bill [#...].—Leave was given to the Select 
Committee not to sit To-morrow till lwo o’clock .. be Bet ne 


Newcastle-upon-Tyne Corporation Bill [x.1.]; Wellingborough and District 
Tramroads and Electricity Supply Bill [H.u.]; Acton Sewage Bill. Report 
from the Committee of Selection, That the Lord Cloncurry be proposed to 
the House as a member of the Select Committee on the said Bills in the 
place of the Lord Ranfurly (£. Ranfurly); read, and agreed to. 


Southport, Birkdale, and West Lancashire Water Board Bill [1.1.]; 
Formby Township Bill [u.u.]; Humber Conservancy Bill [#.1.].—Report 
from the Committee of Selection, That the Viscount Clifden be proposed 
to the House as a member of the Select Committee on the said Bills in the 
place of the Lord Monk Bretton; read, and agreed to 


Baker Street and Waterloo Railway Bill; Edgware and Hampstead Rail- 
way Bill; Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead Railway Bill; Andover 
Lighting and Power Bill. — Read 2", and committed. The Committee to be 
proposed by the Committee of Selection 


Weaver Navigation Bill [#.u.]; Leven’s Patent Bill[u.u.]; Darien Gold Min- 
ing Company Bill [#.1.].—Read 3*, and passed, and sent to the Commons 


Epping Bas Bill.—Read 3", and passed. 
Loughborough Corporation Bill ; Norwich Union Life Insurance Societ y Bill; 


Great Eastern Railway Bill.—Read 3°, with the Amendments, and passed, 
and returned to the Commons .. 
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Higham and Hundred of Hoo Water Bill.—Read 3*, with the Amendment, 
and passed, and returned to the Commons 


Electric Lighting shims ose — a Bill.— Brought from the 
Commons .. ie , ne we OS 


Highiand Railway Bill. lis from the Commons ; read 1*; and referred 
to the Examiners J Re - ea ne sia «. 918 


Leeds and Liverpool Canal Bill [#.t.]; Metropolitan District Railway Bill 
{H.L.]; Orphan Working School and Alexandra Orphanage Bill bois — 
Returned from the Commons agreed to, with Amendments. . . 918 

Formby Township Bill [u.u.]; Humper Conservancy Brit [H.1.].—Report: 
from the Committee of Selection, That the Viscount Hill and the Lord 
Clinton be proposed to the House as members of the Select Committee on 
the said Bills in the place of the Viscount Clifden and the Viscount ini ; 


read, and agreed to 2 = - aa ~ 918 
Electric Lighting Provisional ee ‘von —Read l’}; to be se 
and referred to the Examiners. (No. 8 me po we 919 
PETITION. 


LiceNseD Houses.—Petition for early closing of ; of public meeting at Carling- 
cot ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table ne 35 ee wa ee 919 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
CoLONIES (ANNUAL).—No. 447. Bermuda. Report for 1904 .. es > We 


FISHERIES (IRELAND).—Report of the Department of Agricultural and Technical 
Instruction for Ireland on the sea and inland fisheries of Ireland, for the 
years 1902 and 1903. Part II. Scientific investigations 34 a a. oo 


Inpta (AFGHANISTAN).—Treaty between the British Government and the Amir 
of Afghanistan, dated 21st March, 1905; with Papers relating thereto oo 919 
TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIEs)." 
No. 337. Japan. ; 
No. 3378. France (Cochin China). i 
Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table re => 1059 


Post OrricE (Post Orrice Savines Banks): Statutory RULES AND ORDERS, 
1905.—The Post Office Sivings Bank Regulations, 1905, dated 15th May, 
1905. Laid before the Hous -(pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the 
Table we oe “se a «s 4 wi es ni a 


NEW BILL. 
Extradition Bill [.1.].—A Bill to include bribery amongst extradition crimes. 


Was presented by the Lord Chancellor ; read 1*; to be printed ; and to be 
read 2* on Thursday next. (No. 83) .. a “e ee es coe OD 
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Workmen’s Compensation Bill [#.1.].—Amendments reported (according to 


order). A further Amendment moved; objected to; and, on Question, 
disagreed to. An Amendment moved, and (by leave of the House) with- 
drawn. An Amendment made. Bill to be read 3* on Monday next; and 
to be printed as amended. (No. 85) .. - es mr es i 


Supreme Court of Judicature (Ireland) (No. 1) Bil] [H.1.].—Read 2* (ac- 


cording to order and committed to a (cmm'ttce cf the Whole House on 
Thursday next 


BritisH SHIPPING TRADE Sicitecneal RESERVATIONS AND ENCROACHMENTS, 


Lord Muskerry 
The Secretary of State jor Foreign Affairs (The Marquess of Lansdowne) 


Workmen’s Compensation Bill [x.L.]—Amendments reported (according to 


order). 
Lord Heneaye 


Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 3, page 2, line 37, to leave out the word ‘ six’ and in- 
sert the word ‘ nine.’ ”—(Lord Heneage.) 


Lord Belper .. es 9 Hs ee ea 
The Marquess of Ripoi on - ee ¥ “ 


On,Question,‘Amendment negatived, a 


Viscount (oss “e 
The Lord Chancellor (The Earl of Hals bury) i 


Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 23, page 16, to leave out Sub-section (4), and to insert the 
the following new sub-sections: ‘ (4) Every enactment and word of 
this Act which is expressed to be substituted for or added to any portion 
of the principal Act or the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1900, shall 
form part of those Acts respectively in the place assigned to it by this 
Act, and those Acts, and all Acts, including this Act, which refer thereto 
shall, after the commencement of and subject to the savings contained 
in this Act, be construed as if the said enactment or word had been 
originally enacted in the principal Act or the Workmen’s Compensation 
Act, 1900, ae the case may be, in the place so assigned, and where it 
is substituted for another enactment or word, had been so enacted in lieu 
of that enactment or word ; and the expression ‘ this Act’ as used in the 
principal Act or the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1900, or this Act, 
shall be construed accordingly. ‘ (5) A copy of the principal Act and of 
the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1900, with every such enactment 
and word inserted in the place so assigned, and with the omission of ' 

the parts expressly repealed by this Act, and with the sections and , 
sub-sections numbered in manner directed by this Act, shall be prepared 
and certified by the Clerk of the Parliaments, and deposited with the 
Rolls of Parliament ; His Majesty’s printer shall print in accordance 
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with the copy so certified all copies of the principal Act and of the 
Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1900, which are printed after the com- 
mencement of this Act.’ ””—(T’he Lord Chancellor.) 


Lord James of Hei — ne — pa ae ne es ~» 936 
Lord Thring .. : me bs - a ae re ~- O36 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Bill to be read 3* on Monday next; and to be printed as amended [No. 85. ] 


Supreme Court of Judicature (Ireland) (No. 1) Bill [#.1.][Seconp Reap- 
1NG].—Order of the Day for the Second Reading read. 


* The Lord Chancellor of Ireland (Lord Ashbourne) “3 ta -. 936 
Moved, “‘ That the Bill be now read 2*.”—(Lord Ashbourne.) 


On Question, Bill read 2*, and committed to a Committee of the Whole House 
on Thursday next. 


House adjourned at five minutes before Six o’clock, till To-morrow, 
half-past Ten o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: MONDAY, 22np MAY, 1905. 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 


Mr. Speaker’s ABSENCE.—The House being met, the Clerk at the Table in 
formed the House of the unavoidable absence of Mr. Speaker, owing to 
continued indisposition. 


Whereupon Mr. James WiLLIAM LowTHER, the Chairman of Ways and 
Means, proceeded to the Table, and, after Prayers, took the Chair as De »puty 
Speaker, pursuant to the Standing Order. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS, 


Private Brits [Lorps] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. Deruty-SpeakeEr laid upon the Table Report from 
one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. That, in the case of the 
following Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz. :—Alexandra Park and 


Palace Bill [Lords]. 
Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time oe ee ae << 937 


PROVISIONAL ORDER Bitis (No STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE).—Mr, Depury- 
SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following.Bills, referred on the First 
Reading thereof, no Standing Orders are applicable, viz. :—London Govern- 
ment Scheme (Hackney and Edmonton Unions) Bill; London Government 
Scheme (London and Middlesex) Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time To-morrow .. a wo. 988 
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PROVISIONAL ORDER BIL.Ls (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO COMPLIED 
wiTH).—Mr. Deputy-SpeakER laid upon the Table Report from one of the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following 
Bills, referredion the First Reading thereof, the Standing Orders which are 


applicable thereto have been complied with, viz. :—Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 11) Bill; Local Government Provisional Orders 


(No. 15) Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time To-morrow 


East Cowes Gas Bill [Lorps]; Hastings Harbour District Railway (Abandon- 
ment) Bill [Lords] ; McConnell’s Divorce Bill sellin ;-—read the third time, 
and passed, without Amendment ‘ : ; AF as a 


Tyneside Tramways and Tramroads Bill dunes —Read the third time, 
and passed, with Amendments we ae es is ots 


London and North Western parietal Bill.—As amended, considered ; 
to be read the third time F a oe 


Mexborough and Swinton Tramways (Extension of Time) Bill [Lorvs]. 
—As amended, considered ; Amendments made; Bill to be read the third 


time .. 


Rhondda Urban District nant Bill.—As amended, considered ; to be 
read the third time ar >, ae 


Dearne Valley Railway Bill [Lorvs].—Read a second time, and committed 


Malone’s Divorce (Validation Bill [Lorps]; Sheffield University Bill 
[Lords].—Read u second time, and committed . 6 np - 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill; Electric eae 
Provisional Order (No. 3) Bill.—Read the th rd time, and passed ; 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill; Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill.—Read a second time, and 


committed 


North Eastern Railway Bill; North Eastern Railway (Steam Vessels) 
Bill; Great Northern (Ireland) and Midland Railways Bill.—Reported 
with Amendments ; Reports to lie upon the Table, and to be printed 


Canals Bill. Ordered, That .he Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills do 
examine the Canals Bill with respect to compliance with the Standing 
Orders relative to Private Bills.—(Sir John Brunner.) 


Bolton} Corporation Bill.—Reported from the Police and Sanitary Com- 
te with Amendments ; Reports to lie upon the Table, and to be printed 


Bishopric of Bristol Bill [Lorps].—Read the first time ; to be read a second 
time upon Wednesday, 31st May, and to be printed. [Bill 226.] a 
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MessAGE FROM rHE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to—Weybridge and Walton-upon-Thames 
Electric Supply Bill; Chelsea Electricity Supply Bill, without Amend- 
ment. 


Wrexham Gas Bill, with Amendments. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to make further 
provision with respect to the arrangement of Polling Districts for the election 
of County Councillors.” [Polling Districts (County Councils) Bill [Lords. ] 


oe 


And, also, a Bill, intituled, ‘“‘ An Act to amend the law relating to the 
arrangements of Polling Districts in Parliamentary Boroughs.” [Polling 
Arrangements (Parliamentary Boroughs) Bill [Lords] : sre 


PETITIONS. 


EpucATIoNn (Provision oF MrAxs) (No. 2) Brtt.—Petition from Middlesborough. 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


SaLe OF ButTer Bitt.—Petition from Westminster in favour ; to lie upon the 
Table 


Sace or InroxicaTinGc Liquors (SuNpDAY) BiLL_.—Petition from Atherton in 
favour; to lie upon the Table 


SumMMARY JURISDICTION (CHILDREN) Bitt.—Petition trom Westminster in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


East [npra (AFGHANISTAN).—Copy presented of Treaty between the British 
Government and the Amir of Afghanistan dated 21st March, 1905. with 
Papers relating thereto [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


Post OrricE Savincs Bank (REGULATIONS). Copy presented, of the Post 
Office Savings Bank Regulations, 1905, dated 15th May, 1905 [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table “y ee 3 . 


FisHERIES (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Report of the Department of Agri- 
culture and Technical Instruction for Ireland on the Sea and Inland Fisheries 
of Ireland for 1902-3. Part II. Scientific Investigations [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table 


Trape Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and Con- 
svlar Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 3377 and 3378 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table ies j 


(OVERNMENT APPOINTMENTS (SOLDIERS AND SAILORS).—Retvrn ordered, 
“showing the number of Appointments as permanent mes engers in the 
several Government Offices, or in the Palace of Westminster, and as park- 
keepers or gardeners under the Office of Works, which became vacant 
between the Ist day of April, 1904, and the 3lst day of March, 1905, and 
the number of persons appoir ted to fill such posts who had served previously 
of His Majestv’s Army or Navy, in accordance with the recommendations 
in the Select Committee of 1876-7 ard of 1894-5; and showing, further, 
how many were given employment under the Post Office."—(Sir Howard 
Vincent.) .. a oe as Ke oa - es os 
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QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


DiscHARGES AT SHEERNESS DocKkYARD—STOPPING OF OVERTIME WoRK.— 
(Juestion, Mr. John Howard (Kent, Faversham) ; Answer, Mr. Pretyman .. 


DiIscHARGES AT SHEERNESS DockyaRD.—Question, Mr. John Howard ; Answer, 
Mr. Pretyman " “a - - i “i ‘ - - 


FrinpinGs oF THE INTERNATIONAL LABOUR CONFERENCE.—Question, Sir Charles 
Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) ; Answer, Mr. Akers-Douglas i 


Errors IN SecTorING oF Licuts oN THE IRISH Coast.—Question, Mr. Charles 


McArthur (Liverpool, Exchange) ; Answer, Mr. Bonar Law .. 
CHeap Martrresses—INSANITARY Fiock.—Question, Mr. Fuller (Wiltshire, 
Westbury) ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour ma ie - sh “4 


CHILDREN IN WoRKHOUSES AND WorKHOUSE INFIRMARIES.—Question, Sir 
John Gorst (Cambridge University) ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour a6 


Boarvep-Out Poor Law CHILpREN.—Question, Mr. Mo>lville (Stockport) ; 
Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour 


CHILDREN EmicraTep To CANADA BY BoarpDs oF GUARDIANS.—Question, 
Mr. Toulmin (Bury, Lancashire) ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour 


OFFICIALS IN EDINBURGH Post OFFICE OVER THE REGULATION AGE.—(Question, 
Mr. McCrae (Edinburgh, E.) ; Answer, Lord Stanley es és a 


AUXILIARY RURAL POSTMEN ENTITLED TO QUALIFY AS RURAL PosSTMEN.— 
Question, Captain Donelan (Cork, E.) ; Answer, Lord Stanley 


APPOINTMENT OF MALE LEARNERS TO DuBLIN Posr Orrice.—Questiou, Mr. 
MacVeagh (Down, 8.) ; Answer, Lord Stanley ; 


IrtsH PorTAL VETERINARY SERVICE STAFF—INCREASED Pay ror BAcK SERVICE. 
—Question, Mr. MacVeagh ; Answer, Mr. Victor Cavendish 


ScHOOL ATTENDANCE OF CHILDREN—OBLIGATION OF PARENTS TO SEND MEDICAL 
CERTIFICATE IN CASES OF ABSENCE.—Question, Mr. Hunt (Shropshire, 
Ludlow) ; Answer, Sir William Anson 


EvasIoNs OF THE MEDICAL AND Dentists Act By LimiTeD ComMPANIES.— 
Question, Sir John Tuke (Edinburgh and St. Andrew’s Universities) ; 
Answer, Mr. Akers-Douglas on ; 


LonDON AND NorTH WESTERN RAILWAYS REHOUSING SCHEME AT REGENT’S 
Park.—Question, Mr. Graham (St. Pancras, W.); Answer, Mr. Gerald 
Balfour 


UnsTEMMED Topacco.—Question, Mr. Austin Taylor (Liverpool, East Toxteth) ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


CrossGaR (County Down) WATER SuPPLY AND SEwaGkE System.—Question, 
Mr. Charles Craig (Antrim, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long 
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SuerLock Estate, County Cork.—Question, Captain Donelan ; Answer, Mr. 
Walter Long y 


PENSION OF JAMES M’KrEoGH, LATE SHOEMAKER AT DuNpRUM Lunatic ASYLUM. 
—(uestion, Mr. Mooney ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


GraziInG RIGHTS ON GLENNAMADDON MowuntTaIn.—Question, Dr. Ambros? 
(Mayo, W.); Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


Kinc-HarMan Estate.—Question, Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Walter 
Long 


Irish AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENTS’ Horse-BrEEDING ScHEMES.—Qu>stion 
Mr. P. A. McHugh (Leitrim, N.); Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


PAYMENT OF ARMY OFFICERS THROUGH BANKING AGENTs.—Question, Mr. 
Atherley-Jones (Durham, N.W.); Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster 


MILITIA AND VOLUNTEER SUBMARINE MINERS.—Question, Mr. Kearley (Devon- 
port) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster 


(QJUARTERING OF TROOPS AT DUNCANNON.—Question, Mr. Ffrench (Wexford, 8.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


ArMy MOosILISATION ARRANGEMENTS.—Question, Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield, 
Central) ; Answer, The Financial Secretary to the War Office (Mr. Bromley 
Devonport, Cheshire, Macclesfield) 


PLAGUE Morta.ity In INp1a.—Question, Mr. Herbert Roberts (Denbighshire, 
W.); Answer, The Secretary of State for India (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, 
Guildford) R 


TREATY WITH THE AFGHAN AmIR.—Question, Mr. Herbert Roberts; Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick 


Beer MANUFACTURE—ANALYSIS OF INGREDIENTS.—Question, Dr. Hutchison 
(Sussex, Rye); Answer, The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.) : 


NationaL Desr.—Questions, Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee), Mr. McCrae 
(Edinburgh, E.), and Sir George Bartley (Islington, N.); Answers, Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain... = af = 


ApMIRALTY EXPENDITURE AT WHALE IsLAND.—Questions, Mr. Edmund Robert- 
son; Answers, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


Monastic CoNVENTUAL INSTITUTIONS AND Succession Duty.—Question, Mr. 
T. L. Corbett (Down, N.); Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


Dog Duties—Compounpina Fines.—Questions, Mr. Lough (Islington, W.), 
and Mr. William Moon (Antrim, N.) ; Answers, Mr. Austin Chamberlain 


MaGIsTRATES AS MorTorists.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, S.) ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Akers- 
Douglas, Kent, St. Augustine’s) : 
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(Devonport) and Mr. Crooks (Woolwich) ; Answers, The President of the 
Local Government Board (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) 


Poor Law Scooot CHILDREN.—Question, Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour 


PATHOLOGICAL ParceLts By Post —Questions, Dr. Hutchison ; Answers, The 
Postmaster-General (Lord Stanley, Lancashire, Westhoughton) 


I:x-SOLDIERS AND SAILORS IN THE PosfaL SERVICE.—Question, Sir Howard 
Vincent ; Answer, Lord Stanley 


SeA ENCROACHMENT ON THE West Coast.—Question, Lieut.-Col, Tufnell 
(Essex, S,E.); Answer, The Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of 
Trade (Mr. Bonar Law, Glasgow, Blackfriars) 


Customs WATCHERS GRIEVANCE.—Questions, Mr. Causton (Southwark, W.) ; 
Answers, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury, Mr. Victor Cavendish, 


(Derbyshire, W.) 


SoLar-Eciipse Expepition.—Questions, Sir William Tomlinson (Preston) ; An- 
swers, Mr. Victor Cavendish 


COMMUNICATION BETWEEN PARLIAMENT BUILDINGS AND WESTMINSTER 
Hospirat.—Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien (Kilkenny); Answer, Lord 
Balearres (Lancashire, Chorley) 


British ScHOOL aT SHaw, LANCASHIRE.—Question, Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) ; 
Answer, The Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Education (Sir 
William Anson, Oxford University) 


SNEEM STEAMBOAT SERVICE.—Questions, Mr. Boland (Kerry, 8.). and Mr. 
_ Flavin (Kerry, N.); Answers, The Chief Secretary for Ireland, Mr. Walter 
Long, Bristol, 8.) 


INSURANCE OF Kerry FisHina Boats.—Questions, Mr. Boland ; Answers, Mr. 
Walter Long 


Irish AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT—VETERINARY BRANCH.—Questions, Mr. 
Nannetti (Dublin, College Green) ; Answers, Mr. Walter Long 


Cost oF SUPPRESSING THE CARROWKEEL MEETING.—Question, Mr. Charles 
Devlin (Galway); Answer, Mr. Walter Long.. 
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Answer, Mr. Walter Long 
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Questions, Mr. Charles Devlin, Mr. John Redmond (Waterford), Mr. Dillon 
(Mayo, E.), Mr. Patrick O’Brien and — Donelan (Cork, E.); Answers. 
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ALLOTMENTS FOR Irish HeRps.—Question, Captain Nolan (Galway, N.); 
Answer, Mr. Walter Long : a 


Irish AGRARIAN REeTURNS.—Questions, Mr. MacVeagh (Down, S.); Answers, 
Mr. Walter Long .. 


Terms OF IrIsH Lanp PurcHAsE.—Questions, Mr. Flavin and Mr. Lambert 
(Devonshire, South Molton) ; Answers, Mr. Walter Long and Mr. Kilbride 
(Kildare, 8.) 3 23 » a 


Sunpay FoorsBatt 1x IRELAND.—Question, Mr. Sloan (Belfast, S.); Answer, 
Mr. Walter Long 
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swer, Mr. Walter Long . 


BaLBRIGGAN HarBour.—Questions, Mr. Clancy (Dublin County, N.); Answers, 
Mr. Walter Long .. 
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McVeagh ; Answers, Mr. Walter Long 


Dursey Istanp Eviction.—Questions, Mr. Charles Craig, Captain Donelan and 
Mr. Patrick O’Brien ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


Morey Estate, County CavAan—TurBARY RiIGHTSs.—Question, Mr. Vincent 
Kennedy (Cavan, W.); Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


Mortey Estate PurcHAase AGREEMENTS.—Question, Mr. Vincent Kennedy ; 
Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


PounpDAGE Rates on IRISH LAND PAyMENtTS.—Question, Mr. Boland ; Answer, 
Mr. Walter Long .. 


MoneYMoRE DisTURBANCES.—Questions, Mr. MacVeagh ; Answers, Mr. Walter 
Long me 


BALLINLONGHANE, GALWAY, FIsHERY.—Question, Mr. Charles Devlin; 
Answer, Mr. Walter Long . 7a 


GaLway Harsour Loan.—Question, Captain Nolan; Answer, Mr. Victor 
Cavendish 3 F 
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LimericK Post Orrice—WaGE ScaLe.—Question, Mr. Joyce (Limerick) ; 
Answer, Lord Stanley sh we 
Ma Le LEARNERS IN THE LIMERICK Post OFFICE.—Question, Mr. Joyce ; Answer, 
Lord Stanley aa vi 4a *s a 1 a Ps “a 


GaLway Harsour Loans.—Question, Mr. Charles Devlin ; Answer, Mr. Victor 
Cavendish 


GaLway HarBoUR—THE GOVERNMENT DREDGER.—Question, Mr. Charles Devlin; 
Answer, Mr. Victor Cavendish 
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VOLUNTEERS AND IMPERIAL DEFENCE.—Questions, Sir Howard Vincent; An- 
swer, The Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, 
Manchester, E.) < = 3 nr 





f 
THE Scottish CHurcHES’ DispuTE.—Questions, Mr. Bryce and Mr. Buchanan I 
(Perthshire, E.); Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour .. - * ‘a5 .. 984 | 


NAVAL AND MILirary ExpENDITURE.—Questions, Mr. Lough; Answers, Mr. A. J. 
Balfour es a ar oF ~ ve a ee ae .. 984 


THE COLONIAL CONFERENCE.—Questions, Mr. Soares (Devonshire, Barnstaple), 
Mr. Edmund Robertson; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


Sir H. CamMpBeLL-BANNERMAN rose in his place for the purpose of 
asking leave to move the adjournment of the House at the Evening Sitting 
on a definite matter of urgent public importance, namely—‘ To draw 
attention to the statement made by the Prime Minister that the question 
of colonial preference may be submitted to the Colonial Conference in 1906 
before the country has had an opportunity of expressing its opinion thereon.” 





But the pleasure of the House not having been signified, Mr. Deputy- 
SPEAKER Calle! on those Members who supported the Motion to rise in 
their places, ant not less than forty Members having accordingly risen, 


The Motion stood over, under Standing Order No. 10, until this Even 
ing’s Sitting. 


NEW BILL. 


Alkali, Etc., Works Bill.—‘‘ To consolidate and amend the Alkali, etc., Works 
Regulation Acts, 1881 and 1892,” presented by Mr. Gerald Balfour ; sup- 
ported by Mr. Grant Lawon; to be read a second time upon Monday next, 
and to be printed. [Bill 227.] 


Post OFFICE (TELEPHONE AGREEMENT).—Order read, for resuming adjourned 
debate on Question [3rd May], “ That a Select Committee be appointed 
to consider the Agreement of the 2nd day of February, 1905, between the 
Postmaster-General and the National Telephone Company, and to report 
‘vhether it is desirable in the public interest that the Agreement should 
should become binding.” —(Lord Stanley.) 


Question again proposed. 


Mr. Kearley (Devonport) ee or ze si as ae .. 990 
M7. Tennant (Berwickshre) os a im a ee .. LOO 
Mr. Yoxall (Nottingham, W.) a ‘i - 3 es .. 1002 
Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) .. 7 es i a i. .. 1003 
Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) ee i ee a a .. 1006 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) .. - $5 es $s .. 1007 
M1. McCrae (Edinburgh, E.) .. 1008 
The Postmaster-General (Lord Stanley, Lane ashire, WwW esthoughton) .. 1009 
Mr. Blake (Longford, 8.) .. sa ‘i me ee se .. loll 
Sir Charles Dalrymple (Tpessioh) 7 is ea oh aa .. 1012 


Mr. Dalziel (Kirkcaldy Burghs) .. v - a met .- 1012 
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Amendment proposed— 


“In line 5, after the word ‘ agreement,’ to insert the words * with 
such Amendments, if any, as may be deemed expedient.’ °—(Mr. 


Dalziel.) 


Question proposed, “* That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) kd - i ea .. 1015 
Sir Christopher Furness ( (Hartlepool) 3 Me, ae ae .. LOY 
M). Labouchere (Northampton) i es pe e5 ws -- 1020 
Lord Stanley ‘d ne a: oh bai i on .- 1022 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Main Question amended, in line 4, by inserting, after the word “ Report,” 
‘the words “as to any recommendations thereon,” and in line 5, by 
adding at the end of the Question the words “ with or without modi- 
fications.” 


sasmeennes proposed — 


* After the words last added, to add the words, ‘ and also whether 
the interests of the employecs of the National Telephone Company 
have been duly considered.”—(Mr. Luke White.) 


Question proposed, ** That those words be there added.” 
Question put, and agreed to. 
Main Question, as amended, agreed to. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That a Select Committee be ap- 
pointed to consider the Agreement of the 2nd day of February, 1905, 
hetween the Postmaster-General and the National Telephone Company, 
and to report as to any recommendations thereon whether it is desirable 
in the public interest that the Agreement should become binding, with 
or without modifications, and also whether the interests of the em- 
ployees of the National Telephone Company have been duly considered.” 


“That Mr. Benn, Lord Bingham, Sir Horatio Davies, Mr. Keir Hardie, 
Mr. Helme. Sir William Holland, Mr. Lambton, Mr. Morrison, Mr. 


Joseph Nolan, Sir Charles Renshaw, Colonel Royds, and Mr. Stuart- 
Wortley be nominated Members of the Committee.”’—(Lord Stanley.) 


Mr. Dalziel .. an as ws 3 ma bes ve .. 1026 
Lord Stanley es ~ re “a xa <i as .- 1027 


Question put and agreed to. 


Moton made, and Question proposed, “ That the Committee have power 
to send for persons, papers, and records.”—(Lord Stanley.) 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That Three be the quorum.”— 
(Lord Stanley.) 
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Question, “ That Five be the quorum,” put, and agreed to. 


Ordered, That a Select Committee be appointed to consider the Agreement 

of the 2nd day of February, 1905, between the Postmaster-General 

i and the National Telephone Company, and to report as to any recom- 

mendations thereon whether it is desirable in the public interest that the 

Agreement should become binding, with or without modifications, and 

also whether the interests of the employees of the National Telephone 
Company have been duly considered. 


Mr. Benn, Lord Bingham, Sir Horatio Davies, Mr. Keir Hardie, Mr. Helme, 
Sir William Holland, Mr. Lambton, Mr. Morrison, Mr. Joseph Nolan, 
Sir Charles Renshaw, Colonel Royds, and Mr. Stuart Wortley nomin- 
ated members of the Committee. 





Ordered, That the Committee have power to send for persons, papers, and 
i. records. 


Ordered, That Five be the quorum (Lord Stan/ey.) 


Finance Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
| Mr. JnrrREYs (Hampshire, N.) in the Chair. ] 
Clause 1. 
Mr. Soares (Devonshire, Barnstaple) 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 1, line 18, to leave out the word ‘ levied.’ ””—(Mr. Soares.) 


~ Question proposed, “ That the word ‘ levied’ stand part of the clause.” 


The Chancellor of the nail (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Worcester- 
shire, E.) 

Mr. Flynn (Cork, N. ) 

Mr. Whitley (Halijar) 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 214 ; Noes, 159. (Division List No. 163.) 


Mr. Flynn 
Mr. Dillon 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page I, line 19, to leave out the words 
] 
Flynn.) 


‘ 


Question proposed, “ That the words ‘ or Ireland’ stand part of the Clause.” 


Mr. Elliot (Durham) 
Mr. Hemphill (Tyrone, N. ‘. 





or Ireland.’ ”>—(Mr. 
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Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) .. = a = fe ne .. 1043 
Mr. Power (Waterford, E.) . ae oe a ms wa .. 1045 
Mr. Charles Devlin (Galway) or és es .. L046 
Mr. Parker Smith (Lanarkshire, Partick) . a Si ee .. L047 
Mr. Dillon .. ‘" oa ee ay ne se a .. Los 
Mr. Flynn... - as “a F a .. 1049 
Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) a er i is he .. 1050 


(Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 234; Noes, 110. (Division List No. 169). 


And, it being after half-past Seven of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair 
to make his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 
ADJOURNMENT (UNDER STANDING ORDER No. 10) (CoLONIAL PREFERENCE). 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs)  .. - ee «« 1083 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That this House do now adjourn.” 
—(Sir H, Canpbell- Bannerman.) 


The Secretary of State jor the Colonies (Mr. Lyttelton, Warwick and 
Leamington) ea ws _ - os vs “a .. LOSI 


And Mr. Deputy-Speaker, being of opinion that grave Disorder had arisen 
in the House, adjourned the House without Question put, pursuant to 
Standing Order No. 21. 


Adjourned accordingly at half- after Ten o’clock. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: TUESDAY, 23rp MAY, 1905. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


THE Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that the Stand- 
ing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been complied with :— 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 8) [H.L.]; Tramways Orders Con- 
firmation (No. 1) [a.u.]; Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 2) [H.L.]; 
Gas con sa Bor [H.L.]. 


The same were ordered to lie on the Table .. M oe Re «« 1073 


Sranpinc OrpERs ComMITTEE.—Report from, That the Standing Orders not com- 
plied with in respect of the Petition for additional Provision in the Wel- 
lingborough and District Tramroads and Electricity Supply Bill [#...] 
ought to be dispensed with, and leave given to the Committee on the Bill to 
insert the additional Provision. 


Read, and agreed to i “és ii ‘ wa ae .. L075 
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Rhymney and Aber Valleys Gas and Water Company Bill [1.1.].—Pr. 


sented (pursuant to leave given on Tuesday last); read 1*, and referred to 
the Examiners... ss ee ue ss end ae a .. LOT: 


p54 
co 


Stockport Corporation Bill.—The Cuairman or Commirrees informed the 
House that the opposition to the Bill was withdrawn. The orders made 
on Thursday and Friday last discharged, and Bill committed .. ” .. 1073 


Great Berkhamstead Gas Bill; Clay Cross Railway (Abandonment) Bill ; 
Gosport and Fareham Tramways Bill [.L.]; Western Valleys (Monmouth- 
shire) Water and Gas Bill [x.L.]; Accrington District Gas and Water Board 
Bill; Croydon Gas Bill; Hastings Tramways Bill [H.L.]; South Lanca- 
shire Tramways Bill [H.u.]; Hull, Barnsley, and West Riding Junction 
Railway and Dock Bill ; Otley Improvement Bill. Reported, with Amend- 
ments Be a ba os 56 a ae = oe -» S03 


South Suburban Gas Bill; Nottingham and Retford Railway Bill. Read 5°, 
and passed . a “ie - es ae ‘a a .. lov 


Stepney Borough Council (Superannuation) Bill [u.1.]; Tees Valley Water 
Board Bill [H.L.]; Workington Harbour and Dock Bill [H.L.];| Hythe Cor- 
poration Bill [#.L.]. Read 3", and passed, and sent to the Commons .. LOv4 


South Metropolitan Gas Bill.—-Read 3", with the Amendment, and passed, and 
returned to the Commons es ‘3 xi i “ .. L074 


Leeds and Liverpool Canal Bill [#.L.]; Metropolitan District Railway Bill 
[H.L.]; Orphan Working School and Alexandra Orphanage Bill [H.L.]. 
Commons Amendments considered, and agreed to... 9 - .. L074 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill (No. 86) ; Electric Light- 
ing Provisional Order (No. 3) Bill (No. 87). Brought from the Commons ; 
read 1°; to be printed ; and referred to the Examiners ae “4 .. LOv4 


Pier aud Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill {u.1.] ; Pier and Harbour 
Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill [H.L.]. Committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House on Thursday next .. <« ve a wie es .. 1074 


Education Board Provisional Orders Confirmation (Liverpool. etc.) 
Bill [u.1.].—House in Committee (according to order) ; Bill reported without 
Amendment ; Standing Committee negatived ; and Bill to be read 3* on 
Thursday next... ¥e iy is ea ay - .. 1074 


Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London No. 2) Bill 
[H.L.].—House in Committee (according to order). An Amendment made. 
Standing Committee negatived. The Report of Amendment to be re- 
ceived on Thursday next as Sig aE Ay ne ne .. 1074 


Fast Cowes Gas Bill [n.1.}; Hastings Harbour District Railway (Abandon- 
ment) Bill [H.1.]; MeConnell’s Divorce Bill [u.1.]. Returned from the 
Commons agreed to % * - ee e a “ .. 1074 


Tyneside Tramways and Tramroads Bill [u.L.]—Returned from the 
Commons agreed to, with Amendments i ie ‘ me .. 1074 
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Malone’s Divorce (Validation) Bill [4.u.]}; Lautour’s Divorce Bill [H.t.}. 
Message from the Commons for copy of the Minutes of Evidence taken before 
this House; together with the proceedings and the documents deposited 
in the cases. Ordered to be communicated, with a request that they may be 
returned... - - xe - 7 es - pe .. L075 


Woolwich Borough Council Bill [Second Reapinc}.—Order of the day for 
the Second Reading read. 


Moved, ** That the Bill be now read 2*.”—(E£arl Carrington.) 
(in Question, agreed to. 


Bill read 2" accordingly, and committed ; the Committee to be proposed 


by the Committee of Selection, 
Lord Avebury oe = Be oe Ee te ae .. 1075 
Moved, ‘‘ That it be an instruction to the Committee to which the Bill 


mav be referred that they shall strike out Clause 20 of the Bill.”—(Lord 
Avebury) 


The Chairman of Committees (The Earl of Onslow) Be .. 10i9 
Ear. C arrington mA NP ae 23 : oe .. LOO 
Lord James of Here ford ee aA me ay Pe .. 1083 
Lord Tweed mouth ae roe 3 a a i a .. 184 
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PETITIONS. 


Inroxicatine Ligvors (Hours or SALe) Brit [H.L.}.—Petitions in favour of ; 
of inhabitants of Gloucester ; C hited ; Liverpool (two) ; Stockton-on- 
Tees; Derby; Glasgow; Reading; Leytonstone; Birmingham (two) ; 
Atherton ; Crovdon ; Dorset and Southern Counties Temperance Associa- 
tion; Welsh Good Templars East Anglia Lodge ; Probus Society ; Bible 
Christiin (Methodist) Church ; Summerfield Latter Day Saints ; London 
Good Templars; Kent Temperance Federation ; Durham Good Templars 
(two): Midland Temperance League; Scottish Temperance League ; 
Scotch Good Templars.—Read, and ordered to lie on the Table .. .. 1087 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRADE Reports: ANNUAL SeRtEs.—No. 3379. United States (Porto Rico) ; 
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CommerciaL No. 2 (1905) (Suez Canax).—Returns of shipping and tonnage, 
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AustraLia AND New ZeaLanp.—Correspondence relating to merchant ship- 
ping legislation in Australia and New Zea!and. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered tolieonthe Table .. .. 1088 
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Licut Raitways Act, 1896.—Report of the proceedings of the Board of Trade 
to the 3lst December, 1904, and of the proceedings of the Light Railway 
Commissioners to the same date. Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), 
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[H.L.].—House in Committee (according to Order). 
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Lord Monkswell Ss = ae Be as ae a .. 1088 


Amendment moved— 


* After Clause 3 to insert as a new clause, the words ° In settling 
any question of disputed purchase-money or compensation payable 
under this Act by the Council, the Court or persons settling the same 
shall not award any sum of money for or in respect of any improve- 
ment, alteration, or building made for or in respect of any interest in 
the lands created after the 18th day of October, 1904, if in the opinion 
of such Court or person the improvement, alteration, or building, or 
the creation of the interest in respect of which the claim is made, was 
not reasonably necessary, and was made or created with a view of ob- 
taining or increasing compensation under this Act.” —(Lord Monks- 


well.) 


The Lord President of the Council and Presadent of the Board of Education 
(The Marquess of Londonderry) i 7 = “ .. LO89 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Remaining clause agreed to. Standing,Committee negatived ; the Report 
of Amendment to be received on Thursday next. 


Public Meetings (Facilities) Bill [H.L.]. [Seconp Reaprina.|—Order 
of the Day for the Second Reading read. 


Lord Burghelere Rs - es ‘ es a ; .. LO8Y 


Moved, “‘ That the Bill be now read 2°.”—(Lord Burghclere.) 
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The Marquess of Londonderry ” e ee e es .. LO9Y 
Earl Spencer .. .- 1102 
The Secretary of State jor Foreign Afjairs (1 (The Maryuess of Lan sdowne) 1102 
Lord Burghclere ae a 5 .. 1103 
The Lord Archbishop ‘J Canterbury. : +5 - oe .. 1104 
Lord Newton .. ie ¥ es i .. 1104 


On Question, Bill read 2°, and committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House. 
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(‘LostnG OF LicenseD Premises (Carisrmas Day) ([revanp) Bit, [Seconp 
READING ].—Debate on the Motion for the Second Reading,resumed (accord- 
ing to order). 


The Lord President of the Council and President af the Board aia Education 
(The Marquess of elealianit 

Lord Avebury ie ‘ 

The Earl of Wemyss .. 

The Lord Chancellor ” Ireland (Lord. 1s bourne). ; 

Lord de Ros 


Ou Question, Bill read 2*, and committed toa Committee of the whole House 
on Tuesday next. 


House adjourned at five minutes past Six o’clock, to Thursday 
next, Eleven o'clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: TUESDAY, 23rp MAY, 1905. 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 
Mr. SPEAKER’S ABSENCE. 


The House being met, the Clerk that the Table informed the House or 


xclii 


Page 


1105 
1105 
1106 
1106 
1106 


the unavoidable absene e of Mr. SPEAKER, owing to continued indisposition. 


Whereupon Mr. James WittiAmM Lowruer, the Chairman of Ways and 
Means, proceeded to the Table, and, after Prayers, took the Chair as 
Deputy-Speaker, pursuant to the Standing Order. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Clyde Navigation Bill [Lords] ; Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Railway Bill ; 
Liverpool Corporation Bill. Asamended, considered ; to be read the third 
time ies 


Latour’s Divorce Bill met (By ORDER).—Read a second time, and com- 
mitted ’ a = bs ‘ oe ae 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 11) Bill ; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 15) Bill; London Government Scheme (Hackney 
and Edmonton Unions) Bill; London Government Scheme (London and 
Middlesex) Bi'l. Read a second time, and committed 


Dublin United Tramways Bill.—Reported, with Amendments; Report to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed , a i” ¥i ; 


Malone’s Divorce Validation Bill {Lorps], and Lautour’s Divorce Bill 
{Lords}. Ordered, That a message be sent to the Lords to request that their 
Lordships will be pleased to communicate to thisHouse Copies of the Minutes 
of Evidence and Proceedings, together with the Documents deposited in 
the cases, of Malone's Divorce (Validation) Bill [Lords], and Lautour’s 
Divorce Bill | Lords]. 


1107 


1107 


1107 


1107 
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Ordered, That it be an Instruction to the Select Committee on Divorce Bills 


that they do hear Counsel and examine Witnesses for Malone’s Divorce 
(Validation) Bill [Lords], and Lautour’s Divorce Bill 





Page 


Lords], and also 


that they do hear Counsel and examine Witnesses against the Bills if 


the parties concerned think fit to be heard by Counsel and produce 
Witnesses.—(.Mr. Attorney-General) 
RatLway Britis (Group 7).—Mr. Bonp reported from the Committee on Group 
7 of Railway Bills; That, for the convenience of parties, the Committee 
had adjourned till Thursday at Twelve of the clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table 


SranpING OrpERS.—Resolutions reported from the Select Committee— 


1. ‘ That in the case of the @reat Central Railway Bill [Lords], the 
Standing Orders ought to be dispensed with. That the parties be permitted 
to proceed with their Bill.” 


2. “That, in the case of the Rhymney and Aber Valleys Gas and 


Water Company’s Bill [Lords], the Standing Orders ought to be dispensed 
with. That the parties be permitted to proceed with their Bill.” 


Resolutions agreed to 


Private Bitts (Group E).—Sir Henry AvuBREY-FLETCHER reported from the 
Committee on Group E of Private Bills ; That, for the convenience of parties 
the Committee had adjourned till Thursday, at Eleven of the clock 


Report to lie upon the Table... ‘i ‘9 - 


MessaGE FROM THE Lorps.—Malone’s Divorce (Validation) Bill {Lords], and 
Lautour’s Divorce Bill [Lords]. That they communicate Minutes of 
Evidence and Proceedings taken upon the Second Reading of Malone’s 
Divorce (Validation) Bill [Lords], and of Lautour’s Divorce Bill | Lords], 
as desired by this House, with a request that the same may be returned. 


That they have agreed to—Epping Gas Bill, without Amendment. 
Higham and Hundred of Hoo Water Bill, with an Amendment. 


Loughborough Corporation Bill; Norwich Union Life Insurance Society Bill ; 
Great Eastern Railway Bill, with Amendments. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, ‘* An Act to enable the Weaver 
Navigation Trustees to improve their lift at Anderton, and to raise further 
moneys ; and to confer further powers upon the Cheshire County Council 
with reference to such moneys ; and for other purposes.” [Weaver Naviga- 


tion Bill | Lords. } 


Also, a Bill, intituled, ‘‘ An Act for rendering valid certain Letters 
Patent granted to Adolph Leven in respect of an invention for Improve- 
ments in appliances for protection against Projectiles.” [Leven’s Patent 
Bill [Lords. ] 

And, also, a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to regulate the capital of the 
Darien Gold Mining Company, Limited ; and for other purposes.” | Darien 
Gold Mining Company Bill | Lords} xs Ss “ - , 
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CoLontaL Reeorts (ANNUAL).—Copy presented, of Colonial Report, No. 447 
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AUSTRALIA AND New ZEALAND.—Copy presented, of Correspondence relating 
to Merchant Shipping Legislation in Australia and New Zealand [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table ss ae Ae “ va .. Lllo 


Lica? Rattways Act, 18%6.—Copy presented, of Report of the Proceedings of the 
Board of Trade up to the 51st December, 1904, and of the Proceedings of 
the Light Railway Commissioners up to the same date [by Act]: to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 169.] a as ve +» S000 
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Patrick)"; Answer, Mr. Bonar Law 
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shire, Droitwich) ; Answer, Mr. Bonar Law .. is ne ue AS 
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Answer, Mr. Pretyman .. ai 4 : 
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Sir Carne Rasch (Essex, Chelmsford) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for 
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SI 
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CHARGE AGAINST CONSTABLE REDDY, Roya IrIsH ConsTaBULARY.—Question, 
Mr. Delany ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long sh a we ac ee 


Lanp Purcnuast AGREEMENTS.—Questions, Mr. Flavin; Answers, Mr. Walter 
Long and Mr. Atkinson .. - ee i : 


YoucaL AuxiLiary AsyLumM.—Question, Mr. Sloan (Belfast, S$.) ; Answer, Mr. 
Walter Long - ‘> = a 


BELFAst Potice AND MepicaL ATTENDANCE.—Questions, Mr. Sloan ; Answers, 
Mr. Walter Long .. 7 ‘is es i - 


IrIsH JUDICIAL OrFicers.—Questions, Mr. MacVeagh; Answers, Mr. Walter 
Long te ee ‘4 _ se ois 


NewMaN Estate, County Cork.—Question, Mr. Flynn; Answer, Mr. Walter 
Long 6 oe sf me : : 


SneeM Mai. DeLivery.—Question, Mr. Boland ; Answer, Lord Stanley 


Irish Licuts Commissioners—NEwW AppoiInTMENTS.—Question, Mr. Joyce 
(Limerick) ; Answer, Mr. Bonar Law 


ForeicN Pitots 1N British WaTERS.— Questions, Captain Norton and Mr. 
Lough (Islington, W.); Answers, The Prime Minister and First Lord of 
the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 


ScoTrisH CHURCHES DiIspUTE—POSITION OF THE SOLICITOR-GENERAL FOR Scor- 
LAND.—Questions, Mr. Buchanan (Perthshire, E.) and Mr. Dalziel (Kirk- 
caldy Burghs) ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour , : : ; 


THE CoLONIAL CONFERENCE— VOTE OF CENSURE.—Questions, Sir H. Campbell- 
Bannerman (Stirling Burghs), Sir W. Hart Dyke (Kent, Dartford), and 
Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Boroughs) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour Re 

SELECTION (STANDING CoMMITTEES).—Mr. HaLsey reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection ; That they had discharged the following Members from 
the Standing Committee on Law, and Courts of Justice, and Legal Procedure, 
in respect of the Town Tenants (Ireland) Bill: Mr. Soares and Mr. Mooney ; 
and had appointed in substitution : Mr. Herbert Samuel and Mr. Murphy. 


Mr. HAusey further reported from the Committee of Selection ; That 
they had discharged the following Member from the Standing Committee 
on Law, and Courts of Justice, and Legal Procedure: Sir George Fardell. 


Reports to lie upon the Table 
F.nance Bill. 
Corsidered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. Jerrreys (Hampshire, N.) in the Chair.] 
7 Clause 1 :— ; 


Ped Mr. Soares (Devonshire, Barnstaple) is “s ‘ 
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Amendment propos:d— 


“In page I, line 20, to leave out the word ‘ sixpence’ and insert 
the word ‘ fourpence.’ ”—(Mr. Soares.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word ‘ sixpence ’ stand part of the clause.” 4 
Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) ¥s a a - 2 .. Il 
Mr. McCrae (Edinburgh, E. ) ; .. 1142 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Mr. Austen ( ‘ham’ rain, ’ Woree stershire, 

E.) as Sa us ae «« 318 
Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tower Hamlets, Pop'ar) a ay as .. 1144 
Mr. Levy (Leicestershire, Loughborough) .. ~ rae a .. 1146 
Mr. Whitley (Halifar) ee ee “ = 2 ig .« WHS 
Mr. Herbert Samuel ( Yorkshire, Cleveland) sv = ar .. 1147 
Mr. Dalziel (Kirkcaldy Burghs) ef 2 a ie = .. 1148 
Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) ; mr ni : = .. 2449 
Mr. J. A. Pease (Essex, Saffron W ale on) .. st x me -. 130 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain .. x <3 ae me me .. 11 
Mr. McCrae .. ee ae : ae .. bt 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) LS 7 Be on Fe .. PS 
Mr. J. H. Lewis (Flint Boroughs) .. ; he , .. 1154 
Sir J. Fergusson (Manchester, N.E.) ae ; - ie .« SEO 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 217; Noes, 157. (Division List No. 170.) 
Question put, “ That Clause 1 stand part of the Bill.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 215; Noos, 157. (Division List No. 171.) 
Clause 2 :— 

Mr. Whitley .. “ re or os ” és if .. 1163 


Amendment proposed 


“In page 2, to lave out the words * including the increased duties 
imposed by Section 5 of that Act.’ ”—(Mr. Whitley.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 


the Clause.” 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain... us te a fy a «. Gt 
Mr. Whitley .. ae ee - e a a = .. Li6L 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. Flynn... 9a “ “a a i ¥ ws -- 1165 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 2, line 8, at end to add the words ‘ Provided, however, 
that the additional duty of fourpence the pound imposed by Section 
2 of the Finance Act, 1900, shall not apply to unmanufactured tobazes 
imported into Ireland as from the first day of July, nineteen hundre} 
and five. ”°—(Mr. Flynn.) 
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Question proposed, “ That those words be there added.” 
Mr. Field es ve or ‘i Ste e re ai 2 EOD 
Mr. Flavin oe 5s is ee ee re os «« 266 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain .. a $2 ne a Be war HUG 
Mr. Flavin 7 ae ee ot ne - e 2+ ED 
Mr, O Mara (Kilkenny, 8.) - 7 me is és .. 1170 
Question put. 1 





The Committee divided :—Ayes, 97; Noes, 236, (Division List No. 172.) 


Question proposed, ‘“ That the clause stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) 10s és x es ‘ih .. 1175 
Mr. Whitley oo se - = ae - “ .» 1176 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) ne 8 ee ~ is is over EEG 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain .. ‘66 ‘a ar = da oe VERT 
Mr. Buchanan (Perthshire, E.) “7 7 ne - .. 16 
Mr. Lough ‘ ate i ee is 5, .. 1178 


Question put. 4 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 237; Noes, 160, (Division List No, 175.) 
Clause 5 :— ae b : - i.e 

Mr. Flynn Vs ¥9 »» 1183 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 15, at the end, to add the words, ‘ Provided, 
however, that the additional duty of sixpence per proof gallon imposed 
by Section 7 of the Finance Act of 1900 shall not apply ta spirits con- 
sumed in Ireland.’ °—(Mr. Flynn.) 

Question proposed, “ That those words be there added,” 


Mr, Austen Chamberlain .. a oe Re i a .. 1184 
Mr. Mooney (Dublin County, 8.) .. - - - 4 .. 1184 


Question put. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 73; Noes, 283. (Division List No. 174.) 

Question, “ That the clause stand part of the Bill,” put, and agreed to. 

Clauses 4 and 5 agreed to. + 

Clause 6 :— 
Mr. Flynn ‘ ‘4 “ ». 1189 


Amendment proposed— 


. “In page 2, line 35, after the word ‘ charged,’ to insert the words 
in Great Britain,’ ”—(Mr, Flynn.) 
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Question proposed, “‘ That those words be there inserted.” ae 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


Mr. O' Mara 
Mr. Field 


And, it being half-past Seven of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


The Clerk at the Table informed the House of the unavoidable absence of th> 
Chairman of Ways and Means from the remainder of this day’s Sittings. 


Whereupon Mr. Jeffreys, the Deputy-Chairman, took the Chair as Deputy- 
Speaker, pursuant to the Standing Order. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 
Finance Bill. 


Considered in Committee. 

(In the Committee.) 
|Mr. Jerrreys (Hampshire, N.) in the Chair. ] 
Clause 6 :— 


Amendment proposed — 


“In page 2, line 35, after the word ‘ charged,’ to insert the words 


‘in Great Britain.” ”—(Mr. Flynn.) 
Question again proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Field ae 

Mr. Austen Chamberlain 

Mr. T. L. Corbett (Down, N.) 
Mr. Field me o 
Mr. O'Mara x ae 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 64; Noes, 162. (Division List No. 175.) 


Mr. J. H. Lewis ~ ee Ee se ; 
Mr. Trevelyan (Yorkshire, W.R., Elland) we 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 2, line 36, to leave out the words, * one shilling,’ and 
insert the words, ‘ tenpence, and every person whose total income from 
all sources upon which income-tax is now paid exceeds five thousand 
pounds shall pay an additional tax upon the following scale :—Incomes 
over five thousand pounds up to ten thousand pounds at the rate of one 

f penny ; incomes over ten thousand pounds at the rate of twopence.” ”— 


(Mr. J. H. Lewis.) 
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Question proposed, “ That the words ‘one shilling’ stand part of the clause.” 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain .. as . és a ‘ .. 1206 
Mr. Sydney Buxton se - aa = ie ns -. 1209 | 
Sir George Bartley (Islington, N.) .. sl a os “< -- 120) 
Mr. McKenna (Monmouthshire, N.) ‘ie * sik i . WH I 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 188 ; Noes, 136. (Division List No. 176.) 
Mr, McCrae Ss ae sie a 93 ‘3 ne as EON 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 2, line 36, after the words ‘ one shilling,’ to insert the 
words, ‘ provided always that all incomes under Schedule D derived 
from trades and professions and not derived from investments shall be 
subject to a rebate of fourpence per pound.’ ”’—(Mr. McCrae.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain .. ‘ - ee “ i .. 1219 

Mr. McKenna ais wh a ei 4 és eo -. 1220 

Mr. Slack (Herts., St. Albans) “7 ““ i “ wa o> 1321 
Question put, and negatived. 

Mr, McCrae .. a - - ss af a i -» 1221 


Amendment proposed— \ 


» 


“Tn page 3, line 4, alter the word ‘ granted,’ to insert the words 
* Provided that the following words in Rule 5 of Ne. 2, Schedule A, s. 60, 
5 and 6 Vict., ¢. 35, * Of all fines received in consideration of any demise 
of lands or tenements (not being parcel of a manor or royalty demisable 
by the custom thereof) on the amount so received within the year pre 
ceding by or on account cf the party, provided that, in case the party 
chargeable shall prove to the satisfaction of the Commissioners for 
General Purposes in the district that such fines, or any part thereof, 
have been applied as productive capital on which a profit has arisen, or 
will arise, otherwise chargeable under this Act for the year in which 
the assessment shall be made, it shall be lawtul for the said Commis- 
sioners to discharge the amount so applied from the profits liable to 
assessment under this Rule’ shall be read as if the words ‘ it shall 
be lawful fer the said Commissioners to’ were omitted, and instead 
thereof the words ‘ the said Commissioners shall’ were inserted.’ ”— 


(Mr. McCrac.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain 





Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 





Sir Edward Strachey (Someractshire, S.) 
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Amendment proposed— 
“In page 3, line 7, after ‘1853,’ to insert the words ‘ provided 
that the value under Schedule B shall be assess21 at one-fourth instead 
of one-third.’ °—(Sir Edward Strachey.) 
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Question -proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there inserted.” 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain... és es ot ag wa «e 1224 
Question put, and negatived. 

Questicn, “ That the clause stand part of the Bill,” put, and agreed to. 


Cemmittee report Progress ; to sit again to-morrow. 





Criminal LAW AND Procepure ([reLAnp) Acr (1837) RepeaL Bitt.—I-der 
for Second Reading read, and discharged :—Bill withdrawn .. at ~- 1224 
Adjourned at a quarter after Twelve o'clock. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 2tta MAY, 1995. 
The House met at Two of the Clock 
/ 
SPEAKER'S ABSENCE. 
The House being met, the Clerk at the Table informed the House of 
the unavoidable absence of Mr. Speaker, owing to continued mdisposition. 
Whereupon Mr. James WILLIAM LowrTuer, the Chairman of Ways an] 
Means, proceeded to the Table, and, after Prayers, took the Chair as Deputy- 
Speaker, pursuant to the Standing Order. 
New Warirt.—For the County of Sussex (South Western or Chichester Division), 
in the room of Edmund Bernard Talbot, commonly called Lord Edmun | 
Talbot, Commissioner for executing the Office of Treasurer of the Exchequ sr 
of Great Britain and Lord High Treasurer of Ireland.—(Sir A. AclanI- 
Hood) i ae a as as ae Be ae ne vo S20 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS 
Great Northern, Piccadilly, and Brompton Railway (No. 1) Bill (Krva’s 
CoNSENT SIGNIFIED).—Bill read the third time, and passed .. . 1235 
Tralee Urban District Council Bill eee —Read the third time, and 
1225 


passed, with Amendmeuvs ‘ ; ° 55 ee. 





Central London Railway Bill (sy OrpeR).—Second Reading deferred till 
‘ruesday next “ oe we oe “ oe “ eo. 1335 
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RatLtway Briiis (Group 4).—Mr. de Tatton EGERTON reported from the Com- 
mittee on Group 4 of Railway Bills; That a cemmunication had been 
received from Mr. Arkwright, one of the members of the said Committee, 
that he was unable, on account of domestic anxiety, to attend the Committee 
day. 


Report to lie upon the Table 


Great Central Railway Bill [Lorps].—Report [23rd May] from the Select 
Committee on Standing Orders read. 


Bill to be read a second time 
PETITIONS. 


Epvcation (ScoTLAND) BiLu.-—Petition from Fearn, for alteration ; to lie upon 
the Table 


Fase STATEMENTS (COMPANIES) Bitt.—Petition from Birmingham, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table 


Liquor TRAFFIC LocaL Veto (ScoTLAND) Bitt.—Petition from Cullicudden, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table 


PREVENTION oF CorRUPTION Bitt.—Petition from Birmingham, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table 


REGISTRATION OF Firms Bitt.—Petition from Birmingham, in favour; to lie 
upon the Table... ae 


SALE OF Burrer Bitt.—Petition from Birmingham, in favour; to lic upon the 
TT: 
able ‘i bs * 5 es ti 


Sate OF Inroxicatina Liquors (SunpAay) Biti.—Petition from Dundee, in 
favour; to lie upon the Table... es 


SHESKH, SuLTAN.—-Petition of Sultan Sheskh, for redress of grievances ; to lie 
upon the Table... - “a or . ox “4 


Street Berrine Bitt.—Petition trom Liverpool, in favour; to lie upon the 
m 
Table me is “s we 7 $s es - 


WorKMEN’s CoMPENSATION Act (1897) AMENDMENT BiLt.—Petition from Bir- 
mingham, against ; to lie upcn the Table 


. RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Pusiic Recorps.—Copy presented of Sixty-sixth Annual Report of the Deputy 
Keeper of the Public Records [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


Po.uine Districts (County or DurHAm).—Copy presented, of Order made by 
the County Council of Durham, altering certain Polling Districts in the 
county [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


MILITIA SERVICE oUTsIDE Unirep Kinepom).—Return presented, relative 
thereto [Address 19th May ; Mr. Griffith Boscawen] ; to lie upon the Table 
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1226 


1226 


1226 


1226 


1227 
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Papers LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE HousE.— 


1, Arundel Port. Copy of Annual Report and General Account of the 
Commissioners of Arundel Port for period from 25th March, 1904, to 25th 
March, 1905 [by Act]. 


2. Temporary Laws. Register of Temporary Laws for the Sixth Session, 
Twenty-seventh Parliament, of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland, pursuant to Rsport of ths Select Committee on Expiring Laws in 
Session 1866; to be printed. [No. 171.] - is ita “3 -- 1227 


ConsTABULARY Force Funp ({RELAND).—Return ordered, “ showing Amounts 
receiVed into and paid out of the Constabulary Force Fund during the period 
from the Ist day of April, 1887, to the 51st day of March, 1905 (in con- 
tinuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 286, of Session 1887).”—(Mr. Sloan.) 1227 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Boarp oF EpvucATION AND THE REGISTRATION OF TEACHERS IN TECHNICAL 
INSTITUTES.—Question, Mr. Yoxall (Nottingham, W.); Answer, Sir Wm. 
Anson ms wr a A a 331 a ee ee .. 1991 


PusLicaTion OF Report oF LorRp MANsFIELD’s ComMission.—Question, Mr. 
Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; Answer, Mr. Scott Dickson wv ~ .. 1228 


Post MorteMs IN SoutH West LoNpoN AND City or WESTMINSTER.—Question, 


Mr. Weir ; Answer, Mr. Akers-Douglas ee os a ‘ .. 1228 
NuMBER OF ALIENS NATURALISED FROM 1890-1904.—Question, Mr. Claude 

Hay (Shoreditch, Hoxton); Answer, Mr. Akers-Douglas  .. : 1228 
ALIENS ENTERING THE Port oF LONDON SUFFERING FROM INFECTIOUS OR CoN- 

TAGIOUS DiIsEASES.—Question, Mr. Levy (Leicestershire, Loughborough) ; 

Answer, Mr, Akers-Douglas a ee a ‘“ ae ‘a .. 1230 
RELATIVE ContriputTions TO IMPERIAL EXCHEQUER OF ENGLAND, SCOTLAND, 

AND IRELAND.—Question, Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South Molton) ; An- 

swer, Mr. Victor Cavendish er is as Be #6 a «« 1230 
PAYMENTS BY THE TREASURY TO THE LocaL TAXAtrIon AccouNtTSs,—Question, 

Mr. Lambert ; Answer, Mr. Victor Cavendish = i Be «» 123 
Caution to Locat Secrutary oF PostMeN’s FeperatTion at FAVeRSHAM.— 

Question, Mr. James O'Connor (Wicklow, W.) ; Answer, Lord Stanley 1231 
CLASSIFICATION AND Maximum or ProyinctaAL Town AND SuB-Orrice Post- 

MEN.—Question, Mr. James O'Connor ; Answer, Lord Stanley ei .. 1232 


ProsEcuTION oF Mr. MoyNInAN oF KANTURK FoR NON-PAYMENT OF INCOME- 
Tax.—Question, Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.); Answer, Mr. Austin Chamberlain 1255 


READJUSTMENT CF THE CuIcory Duty.—QueEstTion, Mr. Duncan (Yorkshire, 
W.R. Otley); Answer, Mr. Austin Chamberlain a ms Pe -» 1338 


EsTABLISHMENT OF A CoLLEGE AT SRINAGAR.—Question, Mr. Herbert Roberts - 
(Denbighshire, W.); Answer, Mr. Brodrick .. a oe - -. 1234 
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ADEN Frontier ExpepIrion—(Grant or A MepAt).—Question, Sir Carne Rasch 
(Essex, Chelmsford) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick sie 





BritisH INDIAN TRADING IN SouTH AFRICA—LANGUAGE QUESTION.—Question, 
Mr. Runciman,(Dewsbury) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


Promotion or ConsTaB_e ADAMS oF Bray.—Question, Mr. Cogan (Wicklow, E.); 
Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


REASONS FOR REPATRIATION OF 332 CHINESE LABOURERS.—Question, Mr. Levy ; 
Answer, Mr. Lyttelton a 


. 


DIscHARGES FROM WooLWIcH ARSENAL AND ENFIELD SMALL Arms Factory.— 
Question, Mr. John Burns (Battersea); Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


MinitiA SuBALTERNS.—Question, Colonel Welby (Taunton); Answer, The 
Secretary of State for War (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.) oe 


Farau tIFLE PRAcTICE AT SHEERNEsS.—( uestion Mr. Tuff (Rochester) ; An- 
? ? 
swer, Mr. Arnold-Forster os 


War Orrice AND RirLe CLtuss.—Questions, Mr. Frederick Wilson (Norfolk, 
Mid) ; Answers, Mr. Arnold-Forster ; ; ; 


Cuinese LAsour DisTURBANCE IN THE VAN Ryn Mine.—Question, Mr. Herbert 
Samuel (Yorkshire, Cleveland); Answer, The Secretary of State for the 
Colonies (Mr. Lyttelton, Warwick and Leamington) 


Tue Arcuan Treaty.—Question, Mr. J. F. Hope (Sheffield, Brightside); An- 
swer, The Secretary of State for India (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 


CorTon AS CONTRABAND OF WaR.—Question, Captain Nolan (Galway, N.) and 
_ Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.); Answer, The Under-Secretary of State for Foreign 
{= = Affairs (Earl Percy, Kensington, 8.) 


Tue Axiens Bitt.—Qvestions, Mr. John Campbell (Armagh, 8.), and Mr. Gibson 
Bowles (Lynn Regis); Questions, The Secretary of State for the Home 
Department (Mr. Akers-Douglas, Kent, St. Augustine’s) 


ApvuLt Nicgut MEssENGERS IN THE Post Orrick.—Questions, Mr. Sloan; An- 
swers, The Postmaster-General, Lord Stanley (Lancashire, Westhoughton) 


GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND FREE Postrace.-—Question, Mr. Vincent 
Kennedy (Cavan, W.) ; Answer, Lord Stanley .. ee Ae ne 


Swine Fever.—Questions, Mr. Flavin; Answers, The President of the Board of 
Agriculture (Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes, Huntingdonshire, Ramsey) 


Sueep Scap in Scortanp.—Question, Mr. Buchanan (Perthshire, E.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes ks = ¥é ea - ‘ - 


Voters’ DisQuaLiricaTIONS—RELIEF FoR UNpERFED Scuoot CHILpREN.— 
Question, Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr Tydvil) ; Answer, The President of the 
Local Government Board (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central} 


1236 


1239 


1259 


1240 


1240 


1241 


1241 
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Tue UNEMPLOYED.—Question, Mr. Keir Hardie ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour .. 1242 


ReckLess Motor-Car Drivinc.—Question, Mr. Lambert (South Moulton) ; 
Answer, Mr. Gerald Baliour ne Pye a Ay ie me .. 1242 


Tue Price or SuGar.—Questions, Mr. Platt-Higgins (Salford, N.) and Mr. 


““ibson Bowles ; Answers, Mr. Bonar Law 1245 
PARLIAMENTARY BuiLpincs--CLock Tower Licuts.—Questions, Colonel Welby ; 
Answers, Lord Balcarres (Lancashire, Chorley) re es ns ~. 1244 


UnempLoYeD DirricuLty IN ScoTLanp.—Question, Mr. Keir Hardie ; Answer, 
The Lord-Advocate (Mr. Scott Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton) .. ‘a .. 1244 


NEEDLEWORK IN IrIsH ScHoots.—Question, Mr. Boland (Kerry, 8.) and Mr. 
Dillon (Mayo, E.); Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland a «« 3265 


IrtsH Scooot MANAGEMENT.—Question, Mr. Boland ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long 1246 


Lanp PurcHasé AGREEMENTS.—Questions, Mr. Flavin ; Answers, The Attorney- 
General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) .. ei . 1246 


(GLEN BREAKWATER AND Suip, County Kerry.—Question, Mr. Boland ; Answe,r 
Mr. Walter Long .. és +: are oe ue a we ~« 1247 


ILLEGAL TRAWLING ON THE SoutH-WesT Coast or IRELAND. — Question, Mr. 


Boland ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long ees Ee ne as as .. 1248 
CarLaANpD NatIoNAL Scuoot, Tyrone.—Question, Mr. Sloan; Answer, Mr. 

Walter Long ‘ 1248 
Mauon BaL_yponiaN Estate.—Questions, Mr. Roche (Galway, E); and Me. 

MacVeagh, Down, 8.); Answer, Mr. Walter Long... es ne .. 1249 
Street Betting Bill —Question, Mr. Sloan; Answer, The Prime Minister and 

First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) ee «s 3250 


Finance Bill. 

Considered in Committee. 

‘In the Committee.) 
[Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.) in the Chair. ] 

Clause 7 :— 
Mr. McCrae (Edinburgh, E.) ¥ wi se ow - oe 12800 

Amendment proposed— a 
“In page 3, line 19, to leave out sub-section (1).”—( Mr. McCrae.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out, to the word 
‘ten,’ in line 22, stand part of the clause.” 


Colonel Williams (Dorsetshire, W.) .. ‘a ay i aa o> 1254 
Mr. Ashton, (Bedfordshire, Luton) .. a a oe ae oe 1255 
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The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Worcestershire, 
: if af - rae - 1257 
Mr, Cawley (Lancashire, Prestwich) . 1263 
Mr. McKenna (Monmouthshire, N.) 1264 
Sir Frederick Banbury (Camberwell, Pec kham) . 1265 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ; -- 1266 
Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tower ina Poplar) . 1267 
Mr. Cohen (Islington, FE.) .. ‘ - . 1268 
Sir George Bartley (Islington, N.) . 1268 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 205 ; Noes, 170. (Division List No, 177.) 
Mr. McKenna 1275 
Amendment proposed— 
“Tn page 4, line 2, to leave out the word ‘ twenty-eight’ and insert 
the words ‘ twenty-nine million pounds,’ whereof one million pounds 
shall be paid by the Commissioners of Inland Revenue in such manner, 
by such payments, and under such regulations as the Treasury direct, to 
the Commissioners of the National Debt out of the proceeds of the 
estate duty.”-—(Mr. McKenna.) 
Question proposed, “* That the word ‘ twenty-eight ’ stand part of the clause.” 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain , 1278 
Mr. Charles Hobhouse (Bristol, BE.) 1279 
Mr. Gibson Bowles px . 1280 
Mr. Cawley .. 1282 
Sir John Gorst (( ‘ambridge U niversity) .. 1284 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) . si » 1285 
Mr. Ritchie (Croydon) . 1288 
Mr. Emmott (Oldham) . 1292 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain ~» 1295 
f Mr. Labouchere (Northampton) . 1296 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 226 ; Noes, 181. (Division List No. 178.) 
Question proposed, “ That the clause stand part of the Bill.” 
Mr. Dalziel (Kirkcaldy Burghs)  .. = a 2 . 1301 
Mr. J. Chamberlain (Birmingham, W.) ; ; . 1304 
Sir Robert Reid (Dumfries Burghs) .. i - 3 . 1308 
Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Boroughs) .. ‘ bi . 1310 


Question put. 
The Committee divided—Ayes, 201 ; Noes, 162. (Division List No. 179.) 


And, it being half-past Seven of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


| Committee report Progress ; to sit again this evening. 
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B. EVENING SITTING. 
ARTERIAL DRAINAGE (IRELAND). 


Mr. James O'Connor (Wicklow, W.) 
Mr. John O'Connor (Kildare, N.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That, in the opinion of this House, 
the indifference of the Government for more than a century to the state 
of the main Irish rivers having resulted in the frequent flooding of large 
tracts of country, followed by great destruction of property and serious 
injury to lands and dwellings and to the public health, it is the duty 
of the Government to devise and carry out a system of drainage which 
will afford adequate protection for the lives and property of the people.” 
—(Mr. James O'Connor.) 


Mr. Charles Craig (Antrim, S.) 

Mr. O’ Dowd (Sligo, 8.) 

Mr, Delany (Queen's County, Ossor ¥) , 

The Chiej Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Walter Long, Bristol, 'S. ) 
Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) a ; 
Mr, Kilbride (K dare. S.) 

Mr, Dillon (Mayo, E.) 


Juestion put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 79; Noes, 120. (Division List No. 189.) 


Public Health Bill—Order for Second Reading read, and discharged. Bill 
withdrawn ,. ; ie aa a ds ng es . ee 


Finance Bil!.—Considered in Committee ; Committee report Progress ; to sit 
again upon Monday next ‘i ee : 


Adjourned at ten minutes after Twelve o'clock. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: THURSDAY, 25TH MAY, 1905. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Tyneside Tramways and Tramroads Bill [1.1 ‘ —Commons Amendments 
considered, and agreed to F es a i : 


Matlock Bath Improvement Bill Ux. L.].—Reported from the Select Com- 
mittee, with Amendments “s ary on bee ae 2 


Dublin Corporation (Superannuation) Bill; South Oxfordshire Water 
and Gas Bill, Reported, without Amendment sce ze ? 


Morley Corperation Bill; Barrymore Estate Bill [u.t.]; Brentwood Gas 
Bill; Great Centra] Railway (Pension Fund) Bill [.L.]; North Sussex Gas 
Bill; Colne Corporation Bill; Aylesbury Gas Bill. Reported, with Amend- 
ments . . ve 't e oe 
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Wellingborough and District Tramroads and Electricity Supply Bill 
[u.L.]; Acton Sewage Bill. Report from the Committee of Selection, That 
the Lord Clifford of Chudleigh be proposed to the House as a member of 
the Select Committee on the said Bills in the place of the Lord Hare 
(E. Listowel) ; read, and agreed to 


Ealing Corporation Bill.—Report from the Select ( onmittee, That the Com- 
mittee had not proc -eeded with the consideration of the Bill, no parties having 
appeared in opposition thereto ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table. The 
orders made on Thursday and Friday last discharged, and Bill committed 


London United ane teil weeale of Time Bill).—Read 2", anc com- 
mitted re is me ee 


Nottingham Sees Bill [1.1 ee 3", and passed, and sent to the 
Commons me : _ ss ae ; 


Seaham Gas Bill.—Read 3, with the Amendments, and passed, and returned 
to the Commons ss Ae ar ae ae at , 


Ilfracombe Harbour and Improvement Bill.—Read 5", with the Amend- 
ments; further Amendments made; Bill passed and returned to the 
Commons 


Great Northern, Piccadilly, and Brompton Railway (No. 1) Bill.— 


Brought from the Commons ; read 1*; and referred to the Examiners 


Tralee Urban District Council Bill [H.1.7.—Keturned from the Commons 
agreed to, with Amendments. The said Amendments considered, and 
agreed to 


Newcastle-upon-Tyne Corportion Bill [u.t.]; Wellingborough and District 
Tramroads and Electricity Supply Bill [#.1.]; Acton Sewage Bill. Leave 
given to the Select Committee to adjourn ovcr To-morrow, and not to sit on 
Monday next till half-past Twelve o’clock 


North Metropolitan Electric Power Supply Bill a L.].—Reported from the 
Select Committee, with Amendments .. a ee, a 

Education Board cpp aoeee Orders Ccnfirmation Bill (Liverpool, etc.) 
Bil] [#.1}—Read 3* (according to order), and passed, and sent to the 
Commons ox ar ne fe ae Ne ae is 


Education Board Prov’sionai Order Confirmation (London No. 2) Bill 
|H.L.].—Amendment reported (according to order), and Bill to be read 3 
to-morrow. 


Alexander Scott’s Hospital Order Confirmation Bili: Grangemouth 
Waterworks and Burgh Extension Order Confirma ition Bill; Arbroath Cor- 
poration Water Order Confirmation Bill. Read 3", (according to order), 
and passed 


PETITICNS., 


InroxicaTING Liquors (Hours oF CLosinc) BIL [H.L.].—Petitions in favour 
of : of the London Auxiliary of the United Kingdom Alliance; read, and 
ordered to lie on the Table 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


CerTIFIED INEBRIATE REFORMATORIES (ScOTLAND).—General regulations for 
the managementand discipline of certified inebriate reformatories in Scotland 


PusLtc Recorps.—Sixty-sixth Annual Report of the Deputy-Keeper of the 
Public Records , Sa a sis - “ 


Rattway AccipENTS.—Returnas of cases of derailmeat of engines of passenger 
trains into which inquiries have been held by the inspecting officers of rail- 
ways during the twenty years ended 31st December, 1904, divided into (1) 
tank engines, and (2) tender engines, showing in each case the date, place of 
accident, and railway, and the class of engine. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table 


Po.tinc Districts (County oF DurHAM).—Order made by the County Council 
of the county of Durham, altering certain polling districts. Laid before 
the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 


ArunbEL Port.—Account and Report for 1904-1905. Delivered (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 


Tae Wuitsuntipe Recrss.—Question, Earl Spencer; Answer, The Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs (The Marquess of Lansdowne) 


Extradition Bill [#.L.].—{Seconp Reapia.]-—Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 


Paje 


The Lord Chancellor (The Earl of Halsbury) ad ov ns .. 1352 


Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 2*.”—(The Lord Chancellor.) 


On Question, Bill read 2* and committed to a Committee of the Whole House 
on Monday next. 


Supreme Court of Judicature (Ireland) (No. 1) Bill [1.1.].—House in Com- 
mittee (according to order). Bill reported without Amendment: and re- 
committed to the Standing Committee .. 


Naval and Military Medals Bill |u.1.].—House in Committee (according 


to order). 
The Under-Secretary of State for War (The Earl of Donoughmore) 


Amendments moved— 
“In Clause 1, page 1, line 6, after the word ‘ issued’ to insert the 
words ‘by His Majesty ;’ and in line 7, after the word ‘ forces’ to 


insert the words ‘ or any other persons.’ ”»—(The Earl of Donoughmore.) 


On Question, Amendments agreed to. 


Bill re-committed to the Standing Committee; and to Le printed as 
amended. (No. 88.) 
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Supreme Court or JuDICATURE (IRELAND) (No. 2) BILL [u.i.] [SEcoND READING. | 
—Order of the Day for the Second Reading read. 


The Lord Chancellor of Ireland (Lord Ashbourne) .. < r . 1353 
Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 2'.""—(Lord Ashbourne.) 


On Question Bill read 2", and committed to a Committee of the Whole House 
on Tuesday next, 


DiIsLoYALTY oF IRISH SCHOOL TEACHERS. 





Lord Oranmore and Browne .. ‘ ie “% rx ‘a .. 1354 
The Earl of Arran... ee te os i ee ts .. 1358 
Lord Muskerry 1359 
The Lord President of the Council and President of the Board of Education 

(The Marquess of Londonderry) ay sed he a .. 1359 
The Earl of Mayo .. ga si - ‘3 ei hs .. 1362 
Viscount Goschen rr <a ‘a ie ss in i «+ 1362 

Tue Unirep Irtsn LEAGUE. 

The Earl of Dartrey .. . a ‘9 ‘3 es Le 1365 
The Marquess of Londonderry a 5 is sg - 2. 1366 
House adjourned at twenty-five minutes past Five o'clock, to 
To-morrow, half-past Ten o’clock. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS: THURSDAY, 25TH MAY, 1995, 
The House met at Two of the Clock, ‘ ; 

Mr. Speaker’s Apsence.—The House being met, the Clerk at the Table 
informed the House of the unavoidable absence of Mr. SpEAKER, ow ing ts 
continued indisposition. 

Whereupon Mr. James WiLttam Lowruer, the Chairman of Ways and 
Means, proceeded to the Table, and, after Prayers, took the Chair as Deputy: 
Speaker, pursuant to the Standing Order. 

PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS, Ye 

PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO Com- 
PLIED WITH).—Mr. DepuTy-SpEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one 
of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the follow- 
ing Bill, referred on the First Reading thereof, the Standing Orders which 
are applicable thereto have been complied with, viz, ;— Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill, 

Ordered, That the Bill he read a second time To-morraw es “ »» 1367 











L 











TABLE OF CONTENTS. exiii 

May 25.] Page 
(anaLs Brut (StanpING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO NOT CoMPLIED WITH).— 

Mr. Deputy-SpeaKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners 

of Petitions for Private Bills, pursuant to the Order of the House of the 22nd 

day of this instant May, That, in the case of the following Bill, the Standing 

Orders which are applicable thereto have not been complied with, viz. :— 

Canals Bill. 


Ordered, That the Report be referred to the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders .. ss ie ms es <f ‘r “a us .. 1567 


Wrexham Gas Bill.— Lords Amendments considered, and agreed to .. .. 1367 


London and North-Western Rellwey t Bill (Kixc’s Consent SIGNIFIED).— 
Read the third time, and passed .. es en! aN .. 1367 


Mexborough and Swinton Tramways (Extension of ae Bill amis — 
Read the third time, and passed, with Amendments .. .. 1568 


Rhondda Urban District Council Bill.—Read the third time, and passed = 1368 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 17) Bill.—* To confirm certain 
Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to Milton-next- 
Sittingbourne, Sittingbourne, and Milton (Rural), and the Enfield and Ed- 
monton Joint Hospital District.” presented by Mr. Grant Lawson ; sup- 
ported by Mr. Gerald Balfour; read the first time; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill228.]  .. 1568 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill —-Reported, without 
Amendment [Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time To-morrow ay se a uy .. 1568 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill.—Reported without 
Amendment [Provisional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bill to be read a third time To-morrow .. ee Ss = 3 .. 1568 
Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill—Reported, without 
Amendment [Provisional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time To-morrow ay 4 re 7 .. 1568 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill—Reported without 
Amendment {Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time to-morrow. . fs or es = .. 1568 


Local Government Provisional Order (Gas) Bill.—Reported, without 
Amendment | Provisional Order confirmed]; Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time To-morrow 5 Ee r? a, .. 1368 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (N 0. 3) Bill.—Reported 
without Amendment [Provisional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie upon the 


Table. 


Bill to be read the third time To-morrow os me a i .. 1568 


Electric Lightiog Provisional Orders(No. 7) Bill.—Reported, with Amend- 
ments (Provisional Orders confirmed) ; Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered To-morrow .. a = .. 1569 
VOL. CXLVI. [Fourtn Sertes.] = A 
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Municipal Corporations (Merthyr Tydfil Scheme Confirmation) Bill 
{Lorps].—Reported, with Amendments [Scheme confirmed] ; Report to lie 
upon the Table es 


Bill, as amended, to be considered upon Monday, Sth June... am .. 1369 


Midland Railway Bill; Caledonian Railway Bill—Reported, with Amend- 
ments ; Reports to lie upon the Table, and to be printed... .. 1369 


Metropolitan Railway Bill [Lorps].—Reported, without Amendments ; 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. . 3 - o .. 1569 


Worcestershire County Council (Bridges) Bill—Reported, with Amend- 
ments; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed je ws .. 1569 


MESSAGE FROM THE LorDs. 


That they have agreed to—South Suburban Gas Bill; Nottingham and 
Retford Railway Bill, without Amendment. 


South Metropoli an Gas Bill, with an Amendment, 


Amendments to, Leeds and Liverpool Canal Bill [Lords] ; Metrepolitan 
District Railway Bill [Lords]; Orphan Working School and Alexandra 
Orphanage Bill |Lords], without Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to provide for the 
granting of Superannuation Allowances to the Officers and Servants of the 
Council of the Metropolitan Borough of Stepney ; and for other purposes.” 
[Stepney Borough Council (Superannuation) Bill [Lords.] 


Also, a Bill, intituled, ‘* An Act to amend the Acts relating to the Tees 
Vallev Water Board, and to confer further borrowing and other powers on 


the Tees Valley Water Board.” [Tees Valley Water Board Bill [Lords.] 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “* An Act to incorporate a board of trustees, and to 
authorise them to acquire the Workington Harbour and Lonsdale Dock 
undertaking, in the county of Cumberland; and to construct an extension 

. aa I ‘ ms °° > . 
pier at Workington ; and for other purposes.” [Workington Harbour and 
Dock Bill [Lords.] 


And, also, a Bill, intituled, “* An Act to empower the Corporation of 
Hythe to construct additional waterworks; to make further provision 
for the improvement of the borough; and for other purposes.” [Hythe 
Corporation Bill { Lords. ] es i me - . .. 1369 


Stepney Borough Council (Superannuation) Bill [Lorps]; Tees Valley 
Water Board Bill [Lords]; Workington Harbour and Dock Bill [Lords] ; 
Hythe Corporation Bill {[Lords].—Read the first time ; and referred to the 


Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills - ne ae oe .. 1370 
PETITIONS. 
iSDUCATION (PROVISION OF MEALS) BILL.—Petitions from Aberdeen, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table - in 8 re - a ss .. 1570 


SALE OF INTOXICATING Liquors (SuNDAy) BiLL.—Petition from Northfield, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table .. oe es i - % - 19 


UNEMPLOYED WorKMEN Biti.—Petition from Aberde 2en, in favour; to lie 
upon the Table... 456 ee xs “i ‘ - J .. 1570 




















TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
May 25.) 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


MiuitIA (SERVICE OuTsIDE UNITED Kinepom).—Return [presented 24th May] to 
be printed. [No. 172.] .. - ap “ <4 ne ; “e 


IxeBRIATE REFORMATORIES (SCOTLAND) (REGULATIONS).—Copy presented, of 
General Regulations for the management and discipline ot certified Inebriate 
Reformatories in Scotland [by Command]; to lie upon the Table .. oy 


Raibway AcCIDENTs.—Copy presented, of Returns of Cases of Derailment of 
Engines of Passenger Trains into which Inquiries have been held by the 
Inspecting Officers of Railways, during the twenty years ending 31st 
December, 1904, divided into—I. Tank Engines, and I. Tender Engines, 
showing in each case the Date, place of Accident, and Railway, and the 
Class of Engine [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table bs - 


BorouGuHs (ENGLAND AND WALES) (OUTSTANDING LoaNs).—Return ordered, 
giving the names of the Boroughs in England and Wales, the Councils of 
which, on the 31st day of March, 1905, had Outstanding Loans raised in 
sums not exceeding £100, otherwise than by the issue of stock, and giving 
particulars respecting such Loans in the following form :— 
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Loans raised in sums not exceeding £100 otherwise than 
by the issue of stock. 
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East Inp1a (INcoME AND ExpenpITURE).—Address for “ Return of the net 
Income and Expenditure of British India under certain specific heads for 
the eleven years from 1893-4 to 1903-4 (in continuation of Parliamentary 
Paper, No. 168, of Session 1904).”—(Sir Henry Fowler). 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


FALL IN PRICE OF SUGAR—SUGGESTED REDUCTION oF ImporT DutTy.—Question, 
Colonel Sadler (Middlesbrough) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


ALLEGED ILL-TREATMENT OF A PRISONER AT THURLES LocK-UP.—Question, 
Mr. Kendal O’Brien (Tipperary, Mid) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long .. 


MISAPPROPRIATION OF FuNDs BY LATE StaFF OFFICER oF Roya IrisH Con- 
STABULARY.—Question, Mr. Nannetti (Dublin, College Green); Answer, 
Mr. Walter Long - ; se aa . 


PoLLUTION oF THAMES EsTUARY BY SEWAGE DISCHARGE FROM Forts AND 
BaRRACKS.—Question, Sir Joseph Dimsdale (London) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold- 
Forster 





PostTMARKS ON LETTERS SHOWING TIME OF PostTING.—Question, Mr. Talbot 
(Oxford University) ; Answer, Lord Stanley , se - 

DELIVERY OF LETTERS TO CALLERS ON PusLic HoLipays.—Question, Mr. Weir 
(Ross and Cromarty) ; Answer, Lord Stanley 


PostaL DELIVERIES AT STAVELEY Heap NEAR KenpAL.—Question, Captain 
Bagot (Westmoreland, Kendal) ; Answer, Lord Stanley 


PostaL CHARGES TO CaNADA.—Question, Mr. Charles Devlin (Galway) ; Answer, 
Lord Stanley 


Empire CABLES AND THE COLONIAL CONFERENCE.—Question, Mr. Charles Devlin; 
Answer, Lord Stanley 


CABLE COMMUNICATION—AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE GOVERNMENT AND THE 
Inpo-EvuroPpEAN TELEGRAPH ComPpaNy.—Question, Sir Edward Sassoon 
(Hythe) ; Answer, Lord Stanley 


Work oF CoLerArNeE Post OFrFice.—Question, Mr. James O’Connor (Wicklow, 
W.); Answer, Lord Stanley... ass be - ws 


Sick LEAVE IN THE Post Orrice.—Question, Mr, Claude Hay (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton); Answer, Lord Stanley ts 


SANITARY CONDITION OF ScHOOLs AT Barvas, ISLAND OF LEWIs.—Question, Mr. 
Weir; Answer, Mr. Scott Dickson 


IsoLaTIoN OF LivERPOOL SmaLLpox Hospitat.—Question, Mr. Bayley (Derby- 
shire, Chesterfield) ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour 


AVERAGE ATTENDANCE OF INFANTS IN PuBLIC ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS.—Ques- 
tion, Mr. Ernest Gray (West Ham, N.); Answer, Sir William Anson 
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Cost oF ELEMENTARY EDucATION AT BourNEMOUTH, West Ham, GRANTHAM, 


East Ham, WIMBLEDON, AND WALTHAMSTOW.—Question, Mr. Ernest Grey ; 
Answer, Sir William Anson : 


Pay oF Dockyarp WritiIne Starr.—Question, Mr. Kearley (Devonport) ; 
Answer, Mr. Pretyman 


Prt oF Lonpon Bitt—PositiIon or Dock Companies.—Question, Lord Alwyne 
Compton (Bedfordshire, Biggleswade) ; Answer, Mr. Bonar Law 


BoaRD OF AGRICULTURE—FoRESTRY SECTION.—Question, Mr. Munro Ferguson 
(Leith Burghs) ; Answer, Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes 


CompuLsoRY SHEEP-DipPInc.—Question, Mr. Worsley-Taylor (Lancashire, 
Blackpool) ; Answer, Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes 


NuMBER oF LICENSED HACKNEY CARRIAGES AND DriIveERsS—HorseE AND MECH- 
ANICALLY PROPELLED.—Question, Captain Norton (Newington, W.); An- 
swer, Mr. Akers-Douglas ; ri 





MuNICIPAL GOVERNMENT OF CALCUTTA.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. 
Brodrick . 

CONSTRUCTON OF TELEGRAPH BETWEEN TEHERAN AND INDIAN FRONTIER.— 
Question, Sir Edward Sassoon; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


SEPARATION OF JUDICIAL AND EXEcUTIVE FuNcTIoNS IN INDIAN ADMINISTRA- 
TION.—Question, Mr. Eugene Wason (Clackmannan and Kinross) ; Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick 


Mrs. GRACE PAKENHAM’s Estate, Manon, Country RoscommMon.—Question, 
Mr. James O’Kelly (Roscommon, N.); Answer, Mr. Walter Long .. 


IMPRISONMENT OF CREW OF STEAMER “ PaTHANIA ” at SINGAPORE.—Question, 
Mr. Robson (South Shields) ; Answer, Mr. Lyttelton 


REPATRIATION OF CHINESE CooLIES—OTHER PENALTIES.—Question, Mr. Levy 
(Leicestershire, Loughborough) ; Answer, Mr. Lyttelton 


STRENGTH AND CosT OF VOLUNTEER BATTALIONS IN THE FieLpD ARMY.— 
Question, Mr. Seely (Lincoln) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster 


Mitirary Honours at SoupiErs’ FuNERALS.—Question, Mr. Sloan (Belfast, 8.) ; 
Mr. Arnold-Forster 


COLONIAL CONFERENCE, 1906.—Question, Lord Hugh Cecil (Greenwich); An- 
swer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


Scotch CHurcH DisputeE—PosITION oF LorD JOHNSTONE.—Question, Mr. 
Black (Banffshire) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


COLONIAL CONFERENCE, 1906.—Question, Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South 
Molton) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 
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QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. . 


Nava. Gunnery Practice.—Question, Sir Gilbert Parker (Gravesend) ; An- 
swer, The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Pretyman, Suffolk, Woodbridge) 


ATLANTIC Math Routes—GaLtwayY RouTEeE.—Question, Mr. Charles Devlin (Gal- 
way); Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. Lyttelton, 
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Warwick and Leamington) 1391 
THE Price or SuGAar.—Questions, Colonel Sadler (Middlesborough) and Mr. 
Lough (Islington, W.); Answers, The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.) 1592 
Moror-Car—Speep REGULATIONS.—Questions, Mr. Slack (Hertfordshire, St. 
Albans), Mr. Gibson Bowles, and Sir Henry Fowler (Wolverhxmpton, E.) ; 
Answer, The President of the Local Government Board (Mr. Gerald 
Balfour, Leeds, Central) .. so ABO 
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cashire, Radcliffe) ; Answers, Mr. Gerald Balfour L344 
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(London) ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour 1395 
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Gerald Balfour .. 1395 
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Mr. Herbert Roberts (Denbighshire, W.), Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon 
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Donelan (Cork, E.), and Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.); Answers, The Under- 
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Post Orrice (TELEHONE AGREEMENT)—Ordered, That the Minutes of the 
Evidence taken before the Select Committee on Telephones, in Session (1895) 
together with the Report of the said Committee, and the Minutes of Evidence 

taken before the Select Committee on Telephones, in Session 1898, together 
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Supp.ty [8TH ALLoTTED Day]. 
Considered in Committee. 
{In the Committee.) 
[Mr. Jerrreys (Hampshire, N.) in the Chair.] 
CiviL Services AND REVENUE DepaRTMENTS Estimates, 1905-6.—C ass II. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “‘ That a sum, not exceeding £13,950, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray 
the Charge which will come in course of payment during the year ending 
on the 31st day of March, 1906, for the Salaries and Expenses of the 


Offices of the Chief Secretary in Dublin and London, and of the In- 
spectors of Lunatic Asylums.” 


Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) .. - es iss ba .. 1420 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That Item A be reduced by £100, 
in respect of the Salary of the Chief Secretary.” —(Mr. John Redmond.) 


M1. William Moore (Antrim, N.) .. be e me Ea .. 1456 
Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, S.) — .. ; - a baa .. 1449 
Mr. Charles Craig (Antrim, 8S.) .. mm - a4 _ .. 1459 
Mr. Haviland Burke (King’s County, Tullamore) 7 .. 1463 
Mr. T. L. Corbett (Down, N.) ee a ae a se .. 1469 
Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) ‘ Fs - _ - .. 1470 
Mr. Sloan (Belfast, S.) 2 x - e ms = .. 1475 


And it being half past Seven of the Clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


The Clerk at the Table informed the House of the unavoidable absence of the 
Chairman of Ways and Means from the remainder of this day’s Sittings. 


Whereupon Mr. JEFFREYS, the Deputy-Chairman, took the Chair as Deputy 
Speaker, pursuant to the Standing Order. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again this evening. 
g ; g g 


EVENING SITTING. 
Supply [StH ALLOTTED Day.] 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
(Mr. JeErrreys (Hampshire, N.) in the Chair.] 
CiviL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS Estimates, 1905-6.—C ass II. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That a sum, not exceeding £13,950, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray the 4 
Charge which will come in course of payment during the year ending 








TABLE OF CONTENTS. exxi 
Vay 26.) Page 
on the 31st day of March, 1906, for the Salaries and Expenses of the 


Offices of the Chief Secretary in Dublin and London, and of the Inspec- 
tors of Lunatic Asylums.” 


Mr, Sloan... ei fs a ~ ¥ a See 
Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N. ) se a ss ~ .. 1477 
Mr. Gordon (Londonderry, NV.) .. re - 4 .. 1482 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) . 3 a o a -« 4S 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That Item A be reduced by £100, in 
respect of the Salary of the Chief Secretary.”—(Mr. Dillon.) 


The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Walter Long, Bristol, S.) .. .. 1407 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 98 Noes, 145. (Division List No. 1&1.) 
Original Question again proposed. 


And, it being after Midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his 
Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again upon Monday next. 


Closing of Licensed Premises (St. Patrick’s Day) Ireland Bill.—Order 
for Second Reading read, and discharged. Bill withdrawn .. : .. 259 


STANDING OrpERS.—Resolution reported from the Select Committee. 


“ That, in the case of the Canals Bill, the Standing Orders ought not to 
be dispensed with.” 


Report to lie upon the Table... re oa a - a oe 1512 


Adjourned at twelve minutes after Twelve o’clock. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: FRIDAY, 267TH MAY, 1905. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House, That the Clerk of the 
Parliaments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners 
that the Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been com- 
plied with :—Electric Lighting Rtovinienal Orders (No. 9) [H.L.]; Gas and 
Water Orders Confirmation (No. 2) [H.L.]. 


Also the Certificate that no further Standing Orders are applicable to 
the following Bill :—Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Order (No. 1). 


And also the Certificate that the further Standing Orders applicable 
to the following Bill have been complied with :—Highland Railway. 


The same were ordered to lie on the Table 5% me Pe « BE 
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SourH Barracas (BUENOS AyrEs) GAs AND CokE Company.—Petition of the 
Company praying leave to introduce a Bill “ For increasing the capital of 
the South Barracas (Buenos Ayres) Gas and Coke Company by the Creation 
of paid-up shares, and providing for the issue thereof to the shareholders ; 
and for other purposes,” together with a copy of the proposed Bill annexed 
thereto ; read, and referred to the Examiners 36 aK bs oo fDES 


Corbett Estate Bill [4.1.].—Committed oy ak ss rs . BE 


Bristol Corporation Bill.—Report from the Select Committee, That the Com- 
mittee had not proceeded with the consideration of the Bill, no parties 
having appeared in opposition thereto ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table. 

The orders made on May 18th, and Friday last discharged, and Bill com- 
mitted a 7 os a “ er fi .. 1513 


Rotherham, Maltby, and Laughton Railway Bill.—Read 2», and com 


mitted. The Committee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection .. 1515 


University College, London (Transfer) Bill [#.u.[; Whitby Urban Dis- 
trict Council Bill [4.1.] ; Mansfield Corporation Bill [H.L.]; Bangor (County 
Down) Water and Improvement Bill [#.L.]; Western Valleys (Monmouth- 
shire) Water and Gas Bill wana sed Read 3", and passed, and sent to the 
Commons : ois a a a Oe .. 114 


Clay Cross Railway ‘aes eal Great Berkhampstead Gas Bill. 
Read 3*, and passed ; ss os ” .. D4 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill; Local 
Government Provisional Order (Gas) Bill ; Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 6) Bill; Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill; 
Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill. Brought from the Commons — .. 14 


London and North-Western Railway Bill; Rhondda Urban District Council 
Bill.—Brought from the Commons ; read 11; and referred to the Examiners 1514 


Mexborough and Swinton Tramways (Extension of Time) Bill [#.L.].— 
Returned from the Commons agr d to, with Amendments. The said 
Amendments considered, and agreed to. . -s s - os .. 114 


Wrexham Gas Bill.—Returned from the Commons, with the Amendments 
agreed to... J es fh AF Ns a ve ~ .. 1514 


Croydon Corporation Bill.—Re “— from the Select Committee, with 
Amendments es . i - 7” - ee «» SDI6 


Llandrindod Wells Urban District Council Bill mie L ‘ isda from the 
Select Committee, with Amendments .. : : .. 1514 


Accrington Corporation Bill.—Reported, with Amendments .. es .. DIA 


Aberdare Urban District Council Bill.—Reported, with Amendments... 1514 
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Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill (No. 89): 
Local Government Provisional Order (Gas) Bill (No. 90); Local Govern- 
ment Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill (No. 91); Local Government Provi- 
sional Orders (No. 7) Bill (No. 92); Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 8) Bill (No. 93); Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill 
(No. 94).—Read 1"; to be printed ; and referred to the Examiners .. a 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill [1#.L.].—House in Com- 
mittee (according to order). Amendments made. Standing Committee 
negatived. The Report of Amendments to be received on Monday next .. 1515 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill [#...].—House in Com- 
mittee (according to order). An Amendment made. Standing Committee 
negatived. The Report of Amendment to be received on Monday next... 1515 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [#...] ; Tramways Orders Con- 
firmation (No. 2) Bill [H.t.]; Gas Orders Confirmation Bill [H.L.].—Read 


2* (according to order) 1515 


Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London No. 2) Billi 
[H.L.].—Read 53" (according to order), and passed, and sent tothe Commons = 1515 


PETITIONS. 


LiceENSED Hovses.—Petition for early closing of ; of Tooting Graveney Branch 
of Women’s Total Abstinence Union ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table 1515 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES). 
No. 3581. France (Bordeaux) ; 


No. 3582. Turkey (Bussorah). .. bs ms x3 rs .. I 


IRELAND DEVELOPMENT Grant Act, 1903.—Report of the Lord-Lieutenant of 
all his proceedings under the Act, for the financial year ended 31st March. 
1905 a da 5 ar ree os ea =r xr .. 151d 


Licht Ramways Act, 1896.—Orders made by the Light Railway Commis- 
sioners :— 


Modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, authorising the con- 
struction of light railways in :-— 


(Portsmouth and Hayling Light Railway Order, 1905). The 
borough of Portsmouth, and in the rural district of Havant, in the 
county of Southampton, including a conveyor bridge over the Langstone 
Channel. 


(Campbeltown and Macrihanish Light Railway Order, 1905). The 
sounty of Argyll, from Campbeltown to Macrihanish. 


(Guildford Light Railways Order, 1905.) The parish of Stoke-next- 
Guildford, in the rural district ot Guildford and in the borough of Guild- 
. ford, in the county of Surrey. 
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ney, 


II. Confirmed by the Board of Trade, amending :— 


(Welshpool and Llanfair Light Railway (Further Borrowing 
+ Powers) Order, 1905.) The Welshpool and Llantair Light Railway 
(Amendment) Order, 1901; and for other purposes. 


(Basingstoke and Alton Light Railway (Speed Amendment) Order, 
1905.) The Basingstoke and Alton Light Railway Order, 1897, as to 
speed ‘ 7 ex ae “a - ¥ - : 


MINEs AND QUARRIES (GENERAL REPORT AND STATISTICS FOR 1904: Parr I. Dis- 
TRICT STATISTICS). 


Statistics of the persons employed, output, and accidents at mines and 


quarries in the United Kingdom, arranged according to the inspection dis- 
tricts. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table 


Patents, DesIGNs, AND TRADE Marks.—Twenty-second Report of the Comp- 
troller-General of patents, designs, and trade marks, with appendices, for 
the year 1905 be ‘ +s i ‘ 


ALKALI, ETC., WoRKS REGULATION Acts, 1881 AND 1892. 


Forty-first annual Report on alkali, etc., works by the chief inspector. 
Proceedings during the year 1904, 


Page 


~ 1Dl6 


. 1516 


. 1516 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 1517 


Public Health Acts (Amendment) Bill [1.1.]. 


The following Lords were named of the Select Committee :— 


L. Zouche. 

L. Digby. 

L. Kenyon, 

L. Stanley of Alderley. 
L. Hylton. 

L. Burghclere, 

L. Allerton. 


x 


The Committee to appoint their own Chairman. 


TIMBER Deck-LoaDs. 


Lord Muskerry i os i - o* wn 
Lord Avebury 


. Dla 
. 1520 


The Under- — of State jor the Colonies (The Duke of Marlborough) 1521 


House adjourned at five minutes past Five o'clock, to Monday next, 
a quarter before Eleven o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: FRIDAY, 267TH MAY, 1905. 


The House met at Twelve of the Clock. 


Mr. SpeaKER’s ABsENcE.—The House being met, the Clerk at the Table in- 
formed the House of the unavoidable absence of Mr. SPEAKER, owing to 
continued indisposition. 


Whereupon Mr. James Witi1am LowTHer, the C hairman of Ways and 
Means, proceeded to the Table, and, after Prayers, took the Chair as Deputy- 
Speaker, pursuant to the Standing Order. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS, 


ProvisIoNaL OrpDER Bixis (No STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE). —Mr. Deputy: 
SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from ‘one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following Bills, referred 
on the First Reading thereof, no Standing Orders are applicable, viz. :— 
Local Government Provisional Order (Poor Law) (No. 2) Bill; Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bull. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time upon Monday next ee 1525 


Great Eastern Railway Bill: Loughborough Corporation Bill ; Norwich 
Union Life Insurance Society Bill. Lords Amendments considered, and 
agreed to ee ee en ee NR 


Clyde Navigation Bill eee) —Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments ; or Fat a a Dee a ~~ 1525 


Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Railway neal Liverpool Corporation 
Bill. Read the third time, and passed ' i” e a -- 1525 


Skegness Water Bill.—As amended, considered; a clause added; Amend- 
ments made; Bill to be read the third time .. ne sia ne «+ 1925 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill: Local 
Government Provisional Order (Gas) Bill; Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 6) Bill; Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill ; 
Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill.—Read the third time, and passed .. .- 1536 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill,—As amended, con- 
sidered ; to be read the third time upon Monday next of He .. 1526 


Local Government Provisional diana om 12) Bill —Read a second time, 
and committed at Ay es i «+s 2526 


Private Britis (Group E).—Ordered, That Mr. Robert Bruce do attend the 
Committee on Group E of Private Bills on Monday next, at Twelve of the 
clock es a - us ¥ — es e ‘ .. 1526 


Rathmines and Rathgar Extension and Improvement Bill.—Reported, 
with Amendments, from the Police and Sanitary Committee. Report to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed .. a - o ne -. 1526 
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Rattway Brus (Group 4).—Mr. de Tatton Ecerton reported from the Com- 
mittee on Group 4 of Railway Bills; That a communication had been 
received from Mr. Arkwright, one of the members of the said Committee, 
that he was unable, on account of domestic anxiety, to attend the Committee 
this day. Report to lie upon the Table ee es as ‘a .. 1526 


MessaGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have agreed to—Alexander Scott’s 
Hospital Order Confirmation Bill; Grangemouth Waterworks and Burgh 
Extension Order Confirmation Bill; Arbroath Corporation Water Order 
Confirmation Bill, without Amendment. 


Seaham Gas Bill; Ilfracombe Harbour and Improvement Bill, with Amend- 
ments. 


Amendments to, Tralee Urban District Council Bill [Lords] ; Tyneside 
Tramways and Tramroads Bill {Lords}, without Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “‘ An Act to confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of Education under the Education 
Acts, 1870 to 1905, to enable the Councils of the County Boroughs of 
Liverpool and Manchester, the County of Surrey, and the Urban District 
of Willesden, to put in force the Lands Clauses Acts.” [Education Board 
Provisional Orders Confirmation (Liverpool, etc.) Bill {Lords.] 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “* An Act to empower the Corporation of Notting- 
ham to construct additional tramways; to make certain street improvements 
and waterworks ; and for other purposes.” [Nottingham Corporation Bill 


| Lords. ] 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “‘ An Act for transferring University College, 
London, to the University of London, and for other matters connected there- 
‘with ; and for amending the University of London Act, 1898.” [University 
College, London (Transfer) Bill [Lords.] 

Also, a Bill, intituled, ‘“‘ An Act to enable the Urban District Council 
for the Urban District of Whitby, in the North Riding of the county of 
York, to acquire the undertaking of the Whitby Harbour Trustees and the 
market rights within the district as well as certain lands ; to make further 
provisions for the improvement and good government of the district ; 
and for other purposes. [Whitby Urban District Council Bill [Lords.] 





Also, a Bill, intituled, ‘An Act to confer further powers upon the 
Mavor, Aldermen, and Burgesses of the borough of Mansfield with respect to 
their water undertaking ; to make further and better provision in regard 
to the health, local government, and improvement of the borough ; and 
for other purposes.” [Mansfield Corporation Bill | Lords. ] 


Also, a Bill, intituled, ‘‘ An Act to confer powers on the Urban District 
Council of Bangor, in the county of Down, for the construction of new 
waterworks ; for the extension of their gas undertaking ; for the regulation 
and control of the seashore and adjoining lands ; and for the improvement I 
and local government of their district ; and for other purposes’” [Bangor 
(County Down) Water and Improvement Bill [ Lords. ] 
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And, also, a Bill, intituled, ‘“‘ An Act to rearrange the capital and 
amend the borrowing powers of the Western Valleys (Monmouthshire) 
Water and Gas Company; and for other purposes.” [Western Valleys 
(Monmouthshire) Water and Gas Bill [Lords] 


Nottingham Corporation Bill [Lorps]; University College, London (Transfer 
Bill [Lords] ; Whitby Urban District Council Bill [Lords]; Mansfield Cor- 
poration Bill [Lords]: Bangor (County Down) Water and Improvement 
Bill [Lords] ; Western Valleys (Monmouthshire) Water and Gas Bill [ Lords]. 
Read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills 


Education Board Provisional Orders Confirmation (Liverpool, etc.) Bill 
{Lorps].—Read the first time ; referred to the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 229] 


PETITIONS. 
Access TO MounTaINs (ScoTLanD) Bitu. Petition from Haddington, against ; 
to lie upon the Table és 
Docs Bitt.—Petition from Haddington, against ; to lie upon the Table 
Epucation (ScoTLaNp) Bitit.—Petition from Haddington, for alteration ; to 
lie upon the Table 


Lanps VALUATION (SCOTLAND) BiLL.—Petition from Haddington, against ; to lie 
upon the Table 


LICENSED PreMISES (Hours oF CLosinc).—Petition from St. Frideswide’s, for 
alteration of law ; to lie upon the Table 


LocAL GOVERNMENT (ScoTLanD) Act (1894) AMENDMENT Bri_i.—Petition from 
Haddington, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


SaLe OF INToxIcaTING Liquors (SuNDAY) Brii.—Petitions in favour; from 
Lewisham ; and Weston-super-Mare ; to lie upon the Table 


STREET Bettinc Bitt.—Petitions in favour; from the City of London; 
Haddington ; and Kentish Town ; to lie upon the Table 


TEINDS AND Friars Prices (ScoTLanp).—Petition from Haddington, for altera- 
tion of law ; to lie upon the Table 


UNEMPLOYED WorKMEN Biti.—Petition from the West Riding of Yorkshire, 
for alteration ; to lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


ALKALI, Etc., Works REGULATION Acts, 1881 AnD 1892.—Copy presented, of 
Forty-first Annual Report on Alkali, etc., Works by the Chief Inspector, 
being for 1904 [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. |[No. 
175. : ; 


IRELAND DEVELOPMENT Act, 1903.—Copy presented, of Report of the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland of all his proceedings under the Act, for the year 
ended 51st March, 1905 [by Command] ; to lie npon the Table es 


Page 


1528 


1528 


1528 


- 1528 


1529 


1529 


1529 


1529 


- 1529 
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MINEs AND QuaRRIES.—Copy presented, of General Report, and Statistics for the 
year 1904, Part 1. (District Statistics) Statistics of the Persons employed, 
Output, and Accidents at Mines and Quarries in the United Kingdom, 
arranged according to the Inspection districts [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table sé # ie ‘eo ses ‘ ; 


Licut Raitways Act, 1896.—Copy presented, of Order made by the Light Rail- 
way Commissioners, and confirmed by the Board of Trade, amending the 
sasingstoke and Alton Light Railway Order, 1897, as to speed (Basing- 
stoke and Alton Light Railway (Speed er Order, 1905) [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table : 


Licgut RatLways Act, 1896.—Copy presented, of Order made by the Light Rail- 
way Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, 
authorising the construction of a Light Railway in the borough of Ports- 
mouth and in the rural district of Havant, in the county of Southampton, 
including a conveyor Bridge over the Langstone Channel (Portsmouth 
and Hayling Light Railway Order, 1905) ) Uby eee to lie upon the 
Table oF ts ny 

LicuT Rattways Act, 1896.—Copy presented, of Order made by the Light Rail- 
way Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, 
authorising the construction of Light Railways in the parish of Stoke-next- 
Guildford, in the rural district of Guildford and in the borough of Guildford, 
in the county of Surrey (Guildford Light Railways Order, “a [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table ; a ai 


Ligut Raitways Act, 1896.—Copy presented, of Order made by the Light Rail- 
way Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade. 
authorising the construction of a Light Railway in the county of Argyll from 
Campbeltown to Machrihanish (Campbeltown and Machrihanish Light Rail- 
way Order, 1905) [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


Ligut Rattways Act, 1896.—Copy presented, of Order made by the Light Rail- 
“way Commissioners, and confirmed by the Board of Trade, amending the 
W elshpool and Llanfair Light Railway (Amendment) Order, 1901, and for 
other purposes (Welshpool and Llanfair Light Railway (Further Borrow- 

ing Powers) Order, 1905) [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


Sugar (Cost) (GREAT Britain AND ForEIGN CountRIES).—Return presented, 
relative thereto [ordered March 9th; Mr. Gibson Boules]; to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 174.] . , 


Patents, DESIGNS, AND TRADE Marks.—Copy presented, of Twenty-second Re- 
port of the Comptroller-General of Patents, Designs, and Trade Marks, with 
Appendices, for the vear 194 [by sii to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 175.] ae ne hs 


TraDE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and Con- 


sular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 3381 and 3382 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


PROMOTION OF ASSISTANT CLERKS (ABSTRACTOR CLASs).—Question, Mr. Nannetti 
(Dublin, College Green) ; Answer, Mr. Victor Cavendish 


Page 


. 1530 


. 1550 


. 1530 


1550 


153l 


-- 1531 
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Sick LEAVE IN THE Post Orrice—Case or Mr. BULLAMORE.—Question, Sir 
Walter Foster (Derbyshire, Ilkeston) ; Answer, Lord Stanley ne -- 1532 
AFGHANISTAN.—Question, Colonel Legge (St. George’s, Hanover Square) ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick 1535 
Escark oF Convict SHEEHAN FROM DuNDRUM LuNATIC ASYLUM.—Question, Mr. 
Nannetti; Answer, Mr. Walter Long - ws - és ». 1533 
WAVENEY ScHooL, BALLYMENA.—Question, Mr. Sloan (Belfast, 8.); Answer, 
Mr Walter Long e i i - a +4 ra .. 1535 
Guy's AND WAVENEY Scuoous, BALLYMENA.—Question, Mr. Sloan ; Answer, 
Mr Walter Long a 4 ee i a a ts .. 1535 
Canals Bill. [Seconp Reapine].—Order for Second Reading read. 
Mr. Deputy-SpeakeEr called the attention of the House to the fact that 
one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills had reported that the 
Standing Orders applicable to the Bill had not been complied with, and that 
the Select Committee on Standing Orders had reported that the Standing 
Orders ought not to be dispensed with. 
Whereupon the Order was discharged, and the Bill withdrawn. 
Sile of Intoxicating Liquors (Sunday) Bill. [Seconp Rrapine]}.—Orde 
for the Second Reading read. 
Mr. Perks (Lincolnshire, Louth) .. a 7 of 5 eee 
Mr, Cameron Corbett (Glasgow, Trade ston) a ee .. 1540 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “* That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 
Sir J. Fergusson (Manchester, N.E.) 1542 
Mr, Moon (St. Pancras, N.) L544 
Amendment proposed— 
“To leave out the word ‘now’ and at the end of the Question to 
add the words ‘ upon this day six months. ’’—(Sir J. Ferguson.) 
Question proposed, “ That the word ‘ now’ stand part of the Question.” 
Mr. George White (Norfolk, N.W.) af ee a ue .« 1545 
Mr. Hugh Smith (Northumberland, Tyneside) .. ea oa .. 1548 
Sir Frederick Banbury (Camberwell, Peckham) .. is is .. 149 
Mr, Eugene Wason (Clackmannan and Kinross)... xis 4 .. 1557 
Mr, Sharpe (Kensington, N.) as ne a mh .. 1556 
Sir Carne Rasch (Essex, ¢ ‘helmsford) af E if ee -« 1557 
Sir William Tomlinson (Preston) 7: 5 ee ei .. 157 
Colonel Lockwood (Esser, Epping) i a es .. 1558 
Sir Ernest Flower (Bradford, W.) ky ra i a .. 1559 
Mr, Groves (Salford, 8.) . se re za .. 1561 
Mr. Whittaker (Yorkshire, W ole, Spen Valle "y) .. .. 1565 
The Under-Secretary of State - the Home Department ( Mr. Coe. hrane, Ayr- 
shire, N.) i fe si .. 171 
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Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 108 ; Noes, 114. (Division List No, 182 
Words added. Main Question, as amended, put, and agreed to. 


Second Reading put off for six months. : 


Steam Engines and Boilers (Persons in Charge) Bill. [Seconp Reaptne]. 
~Order for Second Reading read. 


Mr. Joseph Walton (Yorkshire) W.R., Barnsley) .. ee = we L578 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read a second 

time.” 

Sir William Tomlinson (Preston) .. ws a ea m ». 158) 

Sa Francis Powell (Wigan).. a fe - *% - .. Ls 


And, it being half-past Five of the clock, the Debate stood adjourned. 
Debate to be resumed upon Monday next. 


Trades Unions and Trade Disputes Bill.—-Order for consideration, as 


amended (by the Standing Committee), read, and discharged. Bill with- 
drawn Ss “% “ i: re - 5s o, ‘is .. 1586 


1586 





Pustic Accounts ComMITTeEE.—First Report brought up, and read. Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 176.] ‘a ; : 


Whereupon Mr. Deputy-SpeakeER adjourned the House without Ques- 
tion put, in pursuance of Standing Order No. 3. 


Adjourned at twenty-eight minutes befere Six o’cleck till Monday 
next, 


ENp oF ‘TABLE of CoNTENTS TO VoL. CXLVI, 
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HOUSE LORDS. 
Thursday, ith May, 1905. 


OF 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upcn the Table the Certificates 
irom the Examiners that no Standing 
Orders are applicable to the following 
Bills :—Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 2); Local Government Pro- 
3); Local Govern- 
ment Provisional Orders (Poor Law). 
The same were ordered to lie on ,the 
Table. 


Rhymney and Aber Valleys Gas and 
Water Company—(Petition for Bill). 
ixaminer’s Certificate of non-compliance 
with the Standing Orders referred to the 
Standing Orders Committee on Tuesday 
next. 

Divorce Bill 


Donovan's ima]. . A 


witness ordered to attend on the Second | 
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Reading of the Bill, and to produce a 
dccument. 


Hastings Tramways Bill [u.1.]. Re- 
port from the Select Committee, That the 
Committee had not proceeded with 
the consideration of the Bill, no parties 
having appeared in opposition thereto ; 
read, and ordered to lie on the Table. 
The orders made on the 13th and 31st of 
March last discharged, and Bill com- 
mitted. 


South Lancashire Tramways Bill [H.L.}. 
The CHatRMAN or CoMMITTEES in- 
formed the House that the opposition 
to the Bill was withdrawn. The order 


made on the 50th of March last dis- 
charged, and Bill committed. 
Accrington Corporation Bill. The 


CHAIRMAN OF ComMITTEEs informed the 
House that the opposition to the Bill 
was withdrawn. The order made on 
Tuesday last discharged, and Bill com- 
mitted. 


London and India Docks Company Bill 
[H.L.]. The CHatrman or ComMITrEEs 


A 








3 Petitions. 


informed the House that the promoters 
do not intend to proceed further with 
the Bill. The order of the 14th of 
April last discharged. Ordered, That the 
Bill be not further proceeded with. 


Acton Sewage Bill; Birmingham Cor- 
poration Bill. Read 2*, and committed. 
The Committees to be proposed by the 
Committee of Selection. 


Brentwood Gas Bill; Great Berk- 
hampstead Gas Bill. Read 24, and | 


committed. 


Ilfracombe Harbour and 
ment Bill. Read 2*, and 
for Thursday next. 


Improve- 
committed 


London Gas Bill. Read 28, and 
committed, The Committee to be pro- 
posed by the Committee of Selection. 


Otley Improvement Bill. Read 2°, 
and committed for Thursday next. 


Great Northern Railway Bill. Read 
2°, and committed. The Committee 


to be proposed by the Ccmmittee of 
Selection. 


Nottingham and Retford Railway Bill ; 
Seaham Gas Bill. Read 2*, and com- 
mitted for Thursday next. 


Croydon Gas Bill. 
committed. 


Read 2", and 


Hitchin and District Gas Bill. 
2", and committed. The Ccmmittee to 
be proposed by the Committee of Selec- 
tion. 


McConnell’s Divorce Bill [H.1.]. Mes- 
sage from the Commons for copy of the 
Minutes of Evidence taken before this 
House, together with the proceedings 
and the documents deposited in the 
case. Ordered to be communicated, 
with a request that they may be 1eturned. 


Hull, Barnsley, and West Riding 
Junction Railway and Dock Bill; Great 
Central Railway (Pension Fund) Bill 
jH.L.]; Morley Corporation Bill ; Llandrin- 
dod Wells Urban District Council Bill 
{H.L.]; Acton Sewage Bill; Birming- 
ham Corporation Bill; Great Northern 
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Read | 





Petitions. 4 


Railway Bill; Wellingborough and 
District Tramroads and Electricity Sup- 
ply Bill [H.L.]; Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Corporation Bill [H.u.]. Report from 
the Committee of Selection, That the 
following Lords be proposed to the House 
to form the Select Committee for the 
consideration of the said Bills; (viz.) : 


V. Ridley, 

L. Belhaven and Stenton, 

L. Ravensworth, 

L. Brougham and Vaux (chairman), 
L. Biddulph ; 


agreed to; and the said Lords ap- 
pointed aecordingly. The Committee to 
meet on Thursday next, at Eleven o'clock; 
and all petitions referred to the Com- 
mittee, with leave to the petitioners 
praying to be heard by counsel against 
the Bills to be heard as desired, as also 
counsel for the Bills. 





Metropolitan Police Provisional Order 
Bill. Read 3* (according to order), and 
| passed. 





Gas and Water Orders Confirmation 
(No. 1) Bill [H..]. Read 2* (according 
| to order). 


Gamble’s Divorce Bill [H.L.]. House 
'in Committee (according to order), An 
| Amendment made. Standing Committee 
|negatived. The Report of Amendment 
to be received on Monday next. 


Malone’s Divorce (Validation) Bill 
|[H.L.]. House in Committee (according 


to order). Billreported without Amend- 
/ment. Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3 on Monday next. 


Lautour’s Divorce Bill [H.L.]. House 
in Committee (according to order). An 
Amendment made. Standing Committee 
negatived. The Report of Amendment 
| to be received on Monday next. 


PETITIONS, 


LICENSED HOUSES. 
Petition fo: early closing of; of 
Lewisham Union; read, and ordered to 
lie on the Table. 








as 
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5 Polling Districts (County {11 May 1908} Couaci!s) Bill, 6 
SUNDAY CLOSING (SHOPS) BILL [#.1.]. | COMPANIES (WINDING-UP) ACT, 1890. 
Petition in favour of; of Middles-| Account showing receipts and ex- 


brough Corporation ; read, and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


RAILWAY RETURNS. 
Return relating to the railways of the 
United :Kingdom for the year 1904, 
Preliminary statement. 


TRADE REPORTS: ANNUAL SERIES. 

No. 3367, Greece (Cyclades) ; No. 3368, 
France (Havre); No. 3369, Greece 
(Morea, Aetolia, and Acarnania); No. 
3370, Greece (Pireus). 


ARMY. 

Return of stores and supplies des- 
patched to South Africa during the period 
1899-1901 destroved locally, Presented 
(by Command), and ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


TRAMWAYS ACT, 1870. 
teport by the Board of Trade as to 
dispensing with the consent of the County 
Council of Glamorgan to the Aberavon 
Tramways Provisional Order. 


INDIA. 
Home accounts, Home accounts of the 
Government of India. 


Estimate, Estimate of Revenue and 
Expenditure of the Government of India, 
for the year 1904-1905, compared with 
the results of 1905-1904. 


Finance and Revenue Accounts. 
Finance and Revenue Accounts of the 
Government of India, for the year 
1903-1904. 


30ARD OF EDUCATION (REPORT UNDER 
WELSH INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION 
\CT, 1889). 
eport of the Board of Education on 
the administration of schools under 
the Act. 


SOMALILAND PROTECTORATE. 
Treasury Minute, dated 15th Apmil, 
1905, as to audit of the accounts of the 
Somaliland Protectorate. 








penditure on account ot proceedings under 
the Companies (Winding-up) Act, 1890, 
during the year ended 31st March. 1905, 


BANKRUPTCY ACT, 1883 (PROCEEDINGS). 

Accounts showing the receipts and 
expenditure on account of bankruptcy 
proceedings during the year ended 31st 
March, 1905. 


SUPERANNUATION. 
Treasury Minutes. Dated 12th April, 


1905, granting a retired allowance to 
Matthew Henry Danily, postmaster at 


Malpas. Dated 10th April, 1905, grant- 
ing a retired allowance to John Bolton 
late of the Engineer-in-Chief’s De- 
partment, General Post Office. Dated 
4th May, declaring Yunnautu and 


Tengyueh to be unhealthy places within 
the meaning of the Superannuation Act, 
1876. 

Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


UNIVERSITIES OF 
BRIDGE 


OXFORD ANI) CAM- 
ACT, 1877. 

Statute made by the Governing Body 
of St. John’s College, Oxford, on the 20th 
January, 1905, amending Statutes IIT. 
and XVI. of the Statutes of the College. 
Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), 
and to be printed. (No. 71.) 


POLLING DISTRICTS (COUNTY COUN- 


CILS) BILL [1.1.1. 
[Second READING. ] 


Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 


Lord MONKSWELL: My Lords. this 
Bill is introduced to remedy a clear 
defect in the law as it at present stands. 
Some vears ago the law officers decided 
that county councils were only enabled 
by Act of Parliament once for all to 
settle polling districts. This decision 
put them to great inconvenience, be- 
cause, owing to changes of a local char- 
acter, it is frequently necessary to alter 
the arrangement of polling districts. 
This Bill enables them to do so, The 
present state of the law is extremely 


A 2 








7 Closing of Licensed 


can be altered from time to time for 
Parliamentary elections but not for 
county council elections. This Bill, 
I believe in the identical form in which 
it 1s now before your Lordships, has 
passed this House no less than three 
times. Last year it was introduced 


whose illness we all deplore; and, as it 
is a non-contentious measure and agreed 
to by the Government, I hope your 


{LORDS} 


anomalous, inasmuch as polling districts | CLOSING 


Lordships will give it a Second Reading. | 


Moved, “That the Bill be now read 
2".°_(Lord Monksvwell.) 


On Question, Bill read 2", and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Tuesday next. 


POLLING ARRANGEMENTS (PARLTAMEN- 
TARY BOROUGHS) BILL [u.1.}. 
[Second ReEapinc. | 

Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 

Lorp MONKSWELL : My Lords, this 
is a Bill that proposes to transfer in 


| Members 





& 


Premises (Ireland) Bill. 


OF LICENSED PREMISES 
(CHRISTMAS DAY) (IRELAND) BILL. 


[SEconD ReEaDINc. ] 


Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 


Lorp AVEBURY: My Lords, the 


by mv noble friend Lord Ribblesdale, | object of this Bill heed sufficiently indi- 
Ti, cated in the title; it is to close public. 


houses on Christmas Day in Ireland. 
Noble Lords may be surprised at my 
introducing an Irish Bill, but having 
been requested to do so by the Irish 
who have carried the Bill 


| though the House of Commons I thought 
I ought not to refuse. The Bill is sup- 


ported by the Irish Members generally, 
by Home Rulers and Unionists, by 
those from all parts of Ireland, by both 
the Roman Catholic and the Protestant 


| Archbishops, and by the Grocers and 


certain cases some of the powers that, 
_and I hope it will commend itself to your 


have been hitherto exercised by justices 


of the peace in petty sessions, and some- | 
times in quarter sessions, with regard to | 


the arrangement of polling districts in 
Parliamentary boroughs to the county 
council in boroughs where the town 
council is not the local authority. The 
reason why your Lordships are asked 
to give your assent to this alteration is 
this, that at present county councils 
have complete jurisdiction over the 
polling arrangements with regard to 
county council elections, and it seems 
extremely desirable that one authority 
should be supreme in this matter. This 
Bill, like the last one, has passed your 
Lordships’ House on three occasions, 


but has failed to get through the other | 


House. It is assented to by the Govern- 
ment, and I hope your Lordships will 
again read it a second time. 


Moved, ‘‘That the Bill be now read 
2«’—(Lord Monkswell.) 


On Question, Bill read 2°, and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Tuesday next. 

Lord Monkswell. 


Vintners Protection Association as re- 
presenting the trade. It may be said 
that the number of publicans who open 
is few. That is true; but it is felt an 
injustice that a few should open while 
the majority close. Moreover, the num- 
ber tends to increase. ‘The Bill is 
generally approved in Ireland; there is 
no opposition in the House of Commons, 


Lordships. I move the Second Reading. 


Moved, ‘‘That the Bill be now read 


“2°—(Lord Avebury.) 


to 


Tue LORD CHANCELLOR (The Ear! 
of Hatsspury): My Lords, I must say 
that it strikes me, without something 
more being said on the subject than has 
been said by the noble Lord, as a very 
strong order indeed for Parliament to 
be asked to enact that no intoxicating 
liquor of any kind shall be sold in Ire- 
land during the whole of Christmas Day. 
I hesitate to assent to it. 


*Toe Marquess oF RIPON: My 
Lords, I understood the noble Lord who 
moved the Second Reading to say that 
the Bill was approved generally in Ire- 
land, and also by the Irish Members 
of all sections in the other House of 
P:rliament. I confess it does seem to 
me rather singular that a measure coming 
to us upon such authority as that should 
be summarily rejected in the manner 








ad 
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proposed by the noble and learned Lord 
on the Woolsack. The present Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland commenced his 
Viceroyalty by stating that he desired 
chat Ireland should be governed in 
accordance with Irish ideas. This ap- 
pears to be an Irish idea, a measure 
desired generally in Ireland. If it can be 
shown that there are Irish objections 
to it, and that the noble Lord is mis- 
taken in the view he takes on the matter, 
well and good. But your Lordships 
would, I think, make a mistake if you 
were to refuse to consider and sum- 
marily reject what I understood to be an 
Irish idea. 


*THeE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess 
of LANSDOWNE): My Lords, my noble 
friend beside me who represents the 
Irish Office (the Earl of Denbigh), tells 
me that his attention had not been 
called to this Bill, and he is therefore not 
prepared to state how it is regarded 
by the responsible Department. In these 
vircumstanees, as the Bill deals with a 
question of some importance, I would 
venture to suggest that the discussion 
of it might be adjourned until another 
day. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: My Lords, 
this Bill could only have passed through 
the House of Commons with the assent 
of His Majesty’s Government. If the 
members of the Government who sit in 
the other House had taken exception 
to the Bill it could never have arrived 
here; and for my part, I am prepared 
on this occasion to support the inembers 
of the Government in the House of 
Commons rather than those who sit in 
this House. In the circumstances, | 
hope your Lordships will give a Second 
Reading to the Bill. 


Lorp AVEBURY : My Lords, I feel 
[ cannot resist the suggestion that has 
been thrown out by the noble Marquess 
the Leader of your Lordships’ House 
that the discussion should be adjourned ; 
but I should like most emphatically to 
repeat that the Bill was supported in the 
House of Commons by the Irish Members 
generally, by Home Rulers and Unionists, 
and by those from all parts of Ireland. 
There was absolutely no opposition to it 


(11 May 1905} 


(Amendment) Bil. 10 


in the House of Commons. It was ac- 
cepted by His Majesty’s Government, 
and [ had therefore hoped that they 
would give the Bill a favourable reception 
in this House. After the noble Mar- 
quess’s appeal I beg to move the ad- 
journment of the debate. 


Moved, ‘That the debate stand ad- 
journed until this day week.”—(Lord 
Avebury.) 


On Question, Motion agreed to, and 
debate adjourned accordingly to Thursday 
next. 


PUBLIC HEALTH ACTS (AMENDMENT) 


BILL [ur]. 


[SEcoND READING.] 


Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 


*Lorp HYLTON: My Lords, in asking 
your Lordships to give a Second Reading 
to this Bill, I hope I shall not be accused 
of arrogance in asserting that it deals 
with matters of an important character. 
My only regret is that the Bill is not in 
the hands of some Member of this House 
who could urge its merits with force and 
authority. Those who are in favour 
of the Bill have waited for some time to 
see if the Local Government Board could 
not be induced to introduce a measure 
dealing with these matters, and it is only 
finding themselves disappointed in that 
quarter that they have resolved to try 
what they can do with a private measure. 
I need hardly state that this Bill is of 
an entirely non-political character, and 
I hope that it may receive support from 
noble Lords on both sides of the House, 
many of whom are intimately acquainted 
with all the requirements and problems 
of local self-government, and some of 
whom, I think, will confess that there are 
certain blots in our present system, one 
of which—possibly not the least grave 
—this Bill aims at remedying. 


I should like to say that the Bill 
is framed in no spirit of hostilrty what- 
ever to district councils, nor to the 
enforcement of any by-laws  con- 
sidered necessary for proper sanitation— 
if you look at the Bill you will see that 
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no by-laws relating to sanitation or 
water-supply are touched by the Bill— 
they will remain just as they are at 
present. I will return to that point 
later, but I wish to make it perfectly 
clear at the first. I should also like to 
remove any latent suspicion there may 
be in the minds of any of your Lordships 
that the introduction of this Bill has 
been prompted or instigated jn’ any way 
by circumstances connected with the 





{LORDS} 





case in which a certain learned Judge | 


was somé time ago defendant. That | 
Is not so. Dissatisfaction with these | 


matters has been rife for some time past ; | 


dissatisfaction with 
has been increasing, and I can assure 
your Lordships that this Bill had been 
printed and privately circulated among 
its supporters before the case of Mr. 
Justice Grantham had come before the 


public. 


I suppose there can searcely be two 
opinions as to the vital necessity to this 
country, and to the working classes in 
this country, of an adequate provision of 
good, well-built, sanitarv, and inex- 
pensive dwellings. The proper housing 
of the working classes, all persons who 
are experienced in these matters will 
agree. is the foundation stone upon which 
any measures must subsequently be 
imposed leading in any way to their 
material or moral improvement. It 
a truism to say that good houses mean 
good tenants, and that most of the evils 
which philanthropists deplore 
either directly or indirectly, from the 
working classes being crowded into in- 
sanitary houses, not up to the require- 
ments of the present, day. Other de- 
plorable results arise in the country 
from this overcrowding. Young men, 
when they grow up, go away from the 


is 


arise, 


country to the already overcrowded 
cities: labour becomes scarce; agri- 
culture and other rural trades suffer. 
It was stated in the very interest- 


ing Report of the Committee on Physical 
Deterioration that young men left the 
country because they could not get 
cottages, and that if a young man wanted 
to get married he was often obliged to 
leave because he could not get a home. 


building by-laws | 


In these circumstances one would have | 


supposed that both the Legislature 


and, the Executive Government would 


Lord Hulton. 





(Amendment) Bill. 


have done all in their power to promote 
the provision of a good supply of cottages, 
I do not forget—and your Lordships 
need not be reminded—that Housing 
Acts were passed in the years 1890 and 
1900 under which district councils were 
enabled to buy land, to build cottages, 
to lease land for the building of cottages, 
and so on; but these Acts were per- 
missive, and I believe that only two 
district councils out of something like 
700 have taken advantage of them. 
Therefore, very little good has been done 
by that legislation. But this Bill does 
not aim at providing more cottage ac- 
commodation by municipal means; it 
rather seeks to encourage private enter- 
prise. which, in my opinion, is far and 
away the best means of providing this ac- 
commodation. li the cottages are pro- 
vided by municipal enterprise they have 
to be let at rents which, I believe, in 
ninety-nine instances out of 100, working 
men are unable to pay; and the general 
effect is to put up the rents all round the 
district. I do not look for that solution 
ot the difficulty. I feel that it is by 
encouraging private enterprise, and by 
taking off the restrictions which private 
enterprise now feels itself shackled with, 
that we may arrive at a satisfactory 
solution. 


Iz 


Your Lordships will naturally ask, 
when vou see a Bill dealing with building 
by-laws, how do the by-laws at the 
present moment affect building’ To 
answer that question it is necessary to 
glance at the history ot these by-laws, 
The history is not at all a long one, and 
I will endeavour, in the shortest way 
possible, to outline it. Your Lordships 
will remember that about thirty vears 
ago Lord Beaconsfield uttered one of 
his oracular sentences, Sanitas sanitatum 
omnia sanitas, and a Public Health Bill 


was introduced into Parliament. It was 
a measure of great length. Whether 


post hoe or propter hoc, 1 do not know, 
but it passed through Parliament with 
very little discussion; and reference to 


Hansard will show that in another 
place the clauses relating to new 
buildings were not even discussed. 


In this House the Duke of Somerset of 
that day, who I have always under- 
stood was a very sagacious man, did 
express his fear that some of the clauses 
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would prove to be oi a very harassing 


nature, and he pointed out, what I am | 


afraid has proved to be the case, that 
some of the inspectors and surveyors 
who were to be appointed under the 
provisions of the Bill might be «very 
ignorant persons.”” But the late Lord 
Salisbury having retorted that “inspectors 
were the logical outcome o1 democratic 
government,” the Bill passed. Out of 
its 333 clauses only two related to new 
buildings, but by those clauses the rural 
and urban sanitary authorities that were 
created by the Act were empowered to 
pass by-laws to regulate all future build- 
ings; and then, by the Local Govern- 
ment Act, 1894, the rural and urban 
district councils, the heirs and successors 
of the rural and urban sanitary authori- 
ties, inherited the powers of their pre- 
cdecessors, 

At the present day, out of some 700 
district councils, 454, I believe, have 
had codes of building by-laws sanctioned. 
! contend that in many instances those 
codes make building, dear enough already, 
dearer still, and in certain cases they 
altogether put a check upon it. These 
by-laws are of a very heterogeneous 
character—they are not even the same 
in adjacent districts ; but in most cases 
the only material that is allowed for the 
structure is brick or stone. In nearly 
all cases comparatively elaborate plans 
und sections of each floor of an intended 
new building have to be submitted to the 
district council, Not only that, but plans 
of the adjoining property, which may not 
happen to belong to the same owner, 
lave to be deposited, as well as the 
level of the street in certain rural dis- 
tricts. If vou wish to put up a cottage 
half a mile away from any other building 
-—say in the centre of a wood—the build- 
ing by-laws direct and insist that you 
shall give the level of the * street ” facing 
the cottage, and even poultry-houses 
or summer-houses are only exempt under 
certain conditions. Then there are, in 
my humble opinion, totally unnecessary 
regulations in many of the building 
by-laws as to the exact mathematical 
relation of the window space to the 
floor space, and much extra expense 
is caused thereby. 


In his last annual report Dr. Pierie, 
the medical officer of health of the 
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Guildford Rural District, pointed out, 
by a careful calculation, that the average 
cost of an average brick cottage in dis- 
tricts where they had by-laws was 
such that a higher rent of sixpence per 
week had to be charged for such cottage 
as compared with a similar type of cot- 
tage erected in non by-law districts. 
Now, sixpence a week to many persons 
may seem a very small sum, but 26s. a 
year is by no means a matter of indiffer- 
ence to a labouring man in the country. 
Some of these points connected with 
building by-laws are of so curious a 
nature that I think the late Mr, Hanbury, 
when he was Minister for Agriculture, 
was fully justified in stating, as 
he did at a public meeting, that he 
found the by-laws in many of the 
rural districts were of an “absurd” 
character. The responsibility for the 
imposition of these by-laws must 
rest, primarily I am afraid, with the 
Local Government Board. The work 
of the Local Government Board, no 
doubt, is heavy, and its officers, I dare 
overtaxed; but I am afraid 
that in regard to the original building 
by-laws that were sanctioned by them 
for country districts they must have 
left the direction of the matter to some 
gentleman in the office who could have 
been very little acquainted with the 
requirements of rural life and probably 
had rarely travelled beyond the four 
mile cab radius, 

On this pomt I should like to quote an 
extract from a letter addressed to me on 
November 7th, 1902, by Mr. Long, when 
President of the Local Government 
Board. My right hon. friend was kind 
enough to give me permission to quote 
the words in his letter. Mr. Long wrote 
thus— 

* Until recently there was only one model 
form of by-laws, designed originally for towns, 
and it is no doubt the case that there are in- 
stances where a series based on this model is 
in force in a rural district.” 

Can a stronger case be made out for 
reform than that stated by my right 
hon. friend? To Mr. Long, however, 
I most gladly give my humble praise— 
and I am sure your Lordships will award 
praise also—for having. when he was 
at the Local Government Board in 
May, 1903, brought out’a new model code 
of building by-laws for rural districts 
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which is a vast improvement on those 
hitherto in force. But the mischief had 
been already done, because where building 
by-laws had been sanctioned in rural 
districts previous to that time neither 
the Local Government Board nor any- 
body else could force them to adopt a 
new code. A. new code of building by- 
laws can only be adopted or sanctioned 
if the district council itself applies to the 
Local Government Board for permission 
to do so, and that is very seldom done. 





Having endeavoured to state what is 
the history of the present building by- 
laws, I will now give your Lordships 
a few instances of what has been their 
practical effect, and what is the view 
taken by the public in regard to this 
matter. On April 2nd last an important 
conference was held at Guildford under 
the auspices of the National Housing 
Reform Council, and the chairman made 
use of these words— 

“They were also pressing for something 
'o be done in respect to the by-laws. What 
vas required was a new set of by-laws which 
would give greater freedom of choice in regard 
to building materials, and especially to secure 
the provision with each cottage of a greater 
amount of light and air space, gardens, etc.” 
and then he added— 

“He had stumped the country denouncing 
the present by-laws.” 

Lord Rosebery wrote a sympathetic 
letter to the chairman saying— 

* He was convinced there was no more im- 
portant subject in the range of our social 
politics.” 

On January 16th this year, a meet- 
ing was held at the Survevors’ 
Institute, London, attended by many 
of the most eminent architects and 
surveyors of the day. <A discus- 
sion took place, and was adjourned 
to two subsequent meetings, in which 
these gentlemen brought forward case 
after case of hardship which thev 
had experienced in the course of their 
professional work in consequence of 
building by-laws. A few days afterwards 
—on January 21st—a letter appeared in 
The Times from Mr. Macdona, a Member 
of the other House of Parliament. He 
related how it had been his intention 
to import from France and rebuild in 
Lancashire or Cheshire a number of 
artistic villas, into the compositior. 
of which wood partly entered, and which 


Lord Hylton, 
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| he had bought from the last Exhibition 


(Amendment) Bill. 


in Paris. At the last moment he found 
he was precluded by the building by-laws 
from putting up any new buildings into 
the composition of which wood entered, 
and this within a few miles of the famous 
old timbered halls in Cheshire and in 
Lancashire ! 


Another case which created notoriety 
at the time and was alluded to in the 
public Press was that in which a larg) 
landowner in Sussex put up some bunga- 
low cottages, one storey high, for some 
of the people employed on his estate. 
But as he used iron in the construction 
of the cottages—he said it was his in- 
tention subsequently to paint the iron— 
the district council sent their workpeople 
and actually demolished them, and the 
gentleman in question sent photographs 
to the illustrated papers of his poor 
demolished cottages. There was no fault 
found with the accommodation provided 
for the workpeople, nor with the sani- 
tation or the water-supply, but they 
were demolished merely because the 
hide-bound building by-laws onlv allowed 
brick and stone to be used. 


Then there is the case to which I re- 
ferred just now, in which Mr. Justice 
Grantham figured. I will not enter into 
the merits of this case, but will point out 
to your Lordships what the public think 
of it. I believe that in every assize 
town that the learned Judge visited 
after his case had been heard he was 
presented with addresses from the grand 
juries congratulating him on the stand 
he had taken; and the grand jury at 
Cambridge Assizes thanked him for— 

“The determination with which you have 
brought before the country the many and 
great obstacles thrown in the way of cottage- 
building in country districts by unpracticable 
and unnecessary by-laws, and by the arbitrary 
way in which they are sometimes administered 
by those in authority.” 

There was also a case in which the noble 
and gallant ex-Commander- in - Chief, 
Earl Roberts, put up a gardener’s cottage 
in the grounds of his country residence 
near Ascot. One of the new patent 
materials was used in the erection of 
the cottage, and the moment it was 
finished the Rural District Council of 
Windsor ordered the noble Earl’s prose- 
cution because the structure did not 
exactly conform to the by-laws in the 
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matter of material. That was the only 
complaint, I believe, that they had 
against it. The noble Earl, determined 


not to be beaten, entered into com-. 


munication with the Local Government 
Board on the subject. The Local 
Government Board sent down a special 
inspector, some words passed between 
that gentleman and the Windsor District 
Council, and the noble Earl heard no 
more of the prosecution, and the cottage 
has been inhabited, I believe, ever since. 


The point I should like to urge upon 
your Lordships in this matter is this, 
that where a person in the position of 
Lord Roberts may successfully fight a 
rural district council, persons in a 
humbler position often give the matter 
up, or think the game not worth the 
candle; and I believe that in consequence 
a great number of cottages are not built 
in this country. I have other instances 
ot the ridiculous nature of these by-laws, 
hut I do not think I need go on with the 
list. I cannot, however, refrain from 
mentioning this. A landowner erected 
some very nice cottages of an extra 
ornamental character in a_ picturesque 
village on the Thames in order to har- 
monise with the surroundings. The 
district council, after the cottages had 
been finished, compelled him to remove 
the casement windows and _ substitute 
ordinary sash windows because the 
amount of lght which the casement 
windows admitted per square inch was 
not confcrmable to the by-laws. Again, 
a friend of mine told me that a gentleman 
in Essex had built a new lodge for his 
house with a thatched roof, and that the 
local district council compelled him to 
remove the roof, although the lodge stood 
entirely by itself, and I suppose he had 
to put on hideous blue slates in its 
place. Under the present by-laws neither 
Westminster Hall nor the Tower of 
London could have been built. 


The most striking proof of the absurdity 
of many of the present by-laws is this, 
that scores of district councils are con- 
tinually winking at infractions of their 
own by-laws. In face of the grievances 
{ have described, what is the attitude 
that district councils take up in refer- 
ence to these matters! They take up 
one of two attitudes. The first atii- 


{11 May 1905} 


(Amendment) Bill. 18 


tude is that they wink at infractions of 
their own by-laws. That, I may men- 
tion, is strictly an illegal thing to do, 
for it has been laid down by a decision 
in the King’s Bench that any ratepayer 
may enforce a district council to carrv 
out their own by-laws. In regard to 
this matter, let me quote what Mr. Elwes, 
a well-known architect, said ac the sur- 
veyors’ meeting to which I have already 
referred— 

“His experience of rural district councils 
had been that ‘approached in the right way’ 
they would not object to reasonable infringe- 
ments of their building by-laws.” 


I think that to give district councils a 
dispensing power of that kind can only 
lead to jobbery, corruption, and favour- 
itism. It enables them, when their 
friend Mr. Brown comes with some plan 
infringing the by-laws, to let him in- 
fringe them: but when Mr. Green, 
who may be somebody they have 
a grudge against, comes with a plan, 
they will not let him infringe them. I 
do not think your Lordships will con- 
sider that that dispensing power is a 
right power for district councils to 
possess. 


That is one attitude they take up. 
Then there is another attitude which, 
if I may use a simile I heard the other 
day in a Committee-room of vour 
Lordships’ House, I will call the “ pious 
Mussulman attitude.” Here a district 
council sits down in silent adoration of 
its by-laws as of the Koran, and i 
anyone suggests a modification they say, 
“No, you cannot have this; it is not in 
the ‘ Book of Life.’ That is a very 
unfortunate attitude, but it is not an 
illegal attitude like the other one I have 
described, and when I say it is an un- 
fortunate attitude I do not mean that it 
is unfortunate for landowners in the 
district, for landowners do not build 
cottages either for profit or for fun; 
it is an unfortunate attitude for the 
working-men, the potential occupiers of 
the cottages, who must remain in their 
already overcrowded dwellings. 


Certain suggestions have been made 
for reforms in this matter. One sug- 
gestion is that districts should be divided 
into populous and non-populous areas, 
and that in the populous areas by-laws 
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of the urban type should obtain, and that 
in non-populous areas the by-laws should 
be those of a rural type. That is the 
policy which I think at the present 
moment the Local Government Board 
is urging on district councils. If it 
were possible to carry that out I do not 
say it might not be an advantageous 
idea: but I think it impossible to carry 
out jor this reason, that district councils 
themselves most strongly object to any- 
thing which will divide up the unity 
of their administration. I know a case 
where this suggestion was made by the 
Local Government Board to a large rural 
district council, and the council unani- 
mously refused to consider it. A second 
suggestion for reform that has been made 
is that appeal shall be possible from the 
decision of the district council in regard 
to by-laws, either to the county council 
or the local bench of magistrates. Like 
many of your Lordships, | am a member 
of a county council, and [ think the 
tendency is for county councils to be- 
come rather overworked. There is the 
work of the sub-committees, and we 
have lately had practically the whole 
of elementary education put upon our 
shoulders, and in the future secondary 
education, too, will be placed on county 
councils. IT do not think it would be an 
advantageous thing to put extra work 
As regards an appeal 
to the local bench I cannot, of course 
pretend that local benches are over- 
worked, but I do not think that at this 
time of day the idea of an appeal from 
an elected body like a district council 
to a nominated body like a local bench 
of magistrates would be popular with 
the public. 


on those bodies. 


There is a third course open, namely. 
for district councils themselves to appl, 
to the Local Government Board to be 
allowed, where they have antiquated 
by-laws, to adopt the new model series. 
The difficulty there is this. District 
councils are not very fond of entering 
into negotiations, if they can help it, 
with the Locai Government Board. 
It was pointed out to me that in the case 
of one district council the negotiations 
extended over two years before the 
Local Government Board sanctioned 
their original building by-laws, and they 
refused to put the whole business into 


Lord Hylton. 


{LORDS} 
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the melting-pot, and to throw the district 
into confusion in the matter of building, 
waiting perhaps another two years 
before the decision of the Local Govern- 
ment Board is given. 
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Rejecting this course, therefore, this 
Bill attempts to be general in its applica- 
tion and simple in its provisions. By 
Clause 2 we propose to exempt new 
buildings from by-laws in cases where 
sufficient space is provided round the 
building. This is a principle that has 
been recognised by the London Building 


Act, 1894. We only propose to extend 
it to the country. We think that 
the curtilage mentioned in the Bill 


will lead in nearly every instance to 
the provision of gardens. We thgnk that 
the least expensive materials which in- 
genuity may suggest, and which are being 
experimented with at the present moment, 
will lead to cheaper cottages being built, 
and, as regards danger from fire, 1 have 
never heard of a case in which the win- 
dows of cottages are more than 12 feet 
from the ground. Many people will say, 
*T do not like a Bill of this kind; it wil! 
give encouragement to the jerry-builder.” 
But I do not think the Bill will give 
encouragement to the jerry-builders. ln 
my experience, the jerry-builder is in the 
habit of buying a plot of land and then 
cramming as many cottages in a row as he 
can squeeze on it, with little garden, i! 
any at all; and this Bill will only give the 
benefits—if benefits there be—to those 
who build detached houses with sufficient 
space and area round them. 


T admit, of course, that the Bill gives 
a measure of liberty. If your Lordships 
think that the lberty may degenerate 
into licence you will reject the Bill: but 
I hope, on the contrary, vou will re- 
cognise the principle that the building 
trade, like any other trade, can only 
develop if restrictions are taken off it. 
It is impossible, of course, for me t 
predict that if the Bill passes a large 
number of new cottages will be erected 
to-morrow; but it will remove shackle- 
and fetters which I venture to sav are un- 
necessary, absurd, and ridiculous. TI beg 
to move the Second Reading of the Bill. 


Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 2°” 
—(Lord Hylton.) 
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*Lorp ZOUCHE or 
WORTH: My Lords, I hope the House 
will give this Bill a Second Reading. It 
is very difficult for anyone to add to the 
arguments which have been so ably laid 
before the House by my noble friend in 
moving the Second Reading. There 
can be no doubt that the by- 
laws In question do put very serious 
difficulties in the way of 
labourers and those who work upon the 
land. It is the desire of all of us 
to bring people back to the land, and if 
sufficient labour is to be had to cultivate 
the land the labourers must be properly 
housed. Figures are often fallacious, 
and I do not propose to trouble the 
House with elaborate calculations ; but 
I shall not be very short of the truth 
f [ say that, generally speaking, it is 
difficult for any landowner, whoever he 
inay be, to build what is called a double 
tenement cottage for less than a sum of 
“400, That varies, of course, according 

locality, and anything at all ornate 
would be very much more. Possibly 
in some favoured districts the sum might 
he somewhat less. 


if the cottages are to be inhabited by 
poor people you can only let them at small 
rents, and it would be impossible to 
charge a sum equivalent to 5 per cent. 
on the outlay. In addition to this, ne 
ssoner are the new cottages built than 
the rating authority proceeds to assess 
them, and the owner has to pay heavy 
rates in respect of them. This is just 
one of those cases which show up the 
great fallacy of the argument that rates 
are paid in rent, and that if rates increase 
the man who actually has to pay them 
cin always recoup himself by increasing 
the rents, because in cases like this it is 
iinpossible todo sc. It may be said that 
these things should not be looked at from 
« monetary point cf view. That is all 
very well, and no doubt many people, if 
they can afford to do so, will take that 
liberal view ; but I would point out that 
in many cases landowners are not a rich 
set of men. Here and there you may 
tind very rich men, but most of them 
are poor. 
build one double cottage he may be able 
to pursue this excellent plan, but ii he is 
obliged to build eight or ten cottages it 
becomes a serious matter into which 
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housing | 


If a man is merely going to | 
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the commercial element must enter; and 
if the natural hardship of the situation 
is enhanced by building by-laws which 
add to the cost of material and construc- 
tion, the difficulty of the unfortunate 
landowner who wishes to do well by his 
estate and to benefit his neighbour is 
increased until the last stage is worse 
than the first. 


My noble friend does not seek in any 
way to encourage the building of in- 
sanitary houses or ccttages, o1 In any way 
to permit what is commonly called “ jerry- 
building.” I think that so faras building 
by-laws provide for adequate sanitary 
accommodation, proper water - supply, 
and so forth, they are always to be com- 
mended; but there is no doubt they 
very often go too far and are unnecessary. 
In many cases they have been brought 
inte being for no very patticular purpose. 
It 7 sometimes happens that a district 
council will decide that a measure ought 
to be put in force on no other ground 
than that a neighbouring council, pro- 
bably from other reasons, has put it into 
force. These by-laws very often have 
a deleterious effect which is not intended, 
and are passed without very much 
thought. This is a rather difficult 
subject, and I do not wish to labour the 
point. The Bill deals with a good many 
details of a somewhat technical nature, 
but it is hoped that it will have the 
effect of relaxing the severe restrictions 
which often act to the detriment ef a 
good cause It is just possible that certain 
Amendments may be desirable in Com- 
mittee, oi that some further inquiry may 
be necessary ; but [ hope that suificient 
has been said to induce your Lordships 
to give this well-meant measure a Second 
Reading. 





*Lorp WOLVERTON: My Lords, in 
the absence of my noble friend Lord 
Kenyon, who is performing his military 
duties, [have been asked to drawattentio ) 
to one or two clauses of the Bill, to 
give it, on behalf of my right hon. friend 
the President of the Local Government 
Board, a sympathetic reception, and 
to assent to the Second Reading on the 
understanding that it should be referred 
to a Select Committee of your Lordships’ 
House, whose discussions will be of the 
greatest advantage in the later stages 
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of the Bill. With regard to Clause 2. 


the object of whichis toexempt buildings | 
sufficiently isolated from the operation of | 


existing and future building by-laws, the 
Local Government Board are entirely in 
sympathy with the idea of encouraging 
builders to erect detached houses by 
relaxing some of the by-laws which now 
stand in their way. Ialso attach the 
greatest importance to Clause 4, the object 
of which is to render exempted buildings 
subject to by-laws relating to sanitation. 
This Bill will in no way alter the by-laws 
now in existence with regard to sanitation. 
Clause 5, especially, raises a most import- 
ant point—namely, whether five rate- 
payers shall have the power to appeal 
to the Local Government Board to over- 
ride the decisions of a duly-elected body. 
That is a clause which the Local Govern- 
ment Board will have to take into their 
careful consideration, and it is one which, 
I think, must meet with ample discussion 
in the Select Committee. I understand 
that the noble Marquess 1s quite prepared 
to grant a Select Committee, and that 
he will facilitate its formation. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: My Lords, 
I do not wish to introduce any rift into 
the harmony which seems to pervade 
the House with regard to this Bill. We 
all, Iam sure, agree that it is very de- 
sirable that facilities should be given 
for the building of good and cheap 
cottages in rural districts, but it does not 
follow that we are prepared in any way 
to revolutionise the law or exempt any 
class of the community from the liability 
to obey it. It certainly does seem to me 
that there are points in the Bill which 


go rather far. Jf you boil down 
Clause 2, what does it come to? 
It comes to this, that in- rural 
districts, in the case of isolated 


buildings, or buildings of which there 
are more than two together, the by-laws 
with regard to the Building Acts and 
Public Health Acts—always saving the 
very important Clause 4—are repealed 
altogether, and the builders of cottages 
under such circumstances are to be 
exempt from any of the conditions which 
apply elsewhere. I think the noble 
Lord who made such an excellent and 
interesting speech in moving the Second 
Reading of this Bill rather saw the 
difficulty of that particular point him- 
Lord Wolverton. 


‘LORDS} 





(Amendment) Bill. 


self, because he told us very frankly 
that, as far as he could understand, the 
idea of the Local Government Board 
was, rather than to follow the methods 
ot his Bill, to adopt a method by which 
different regulations should be in force 
for rural districts from those in force 
for urban districts. I think there is 
a great deal to be said for that. It is 
clear that in urban districts very differ- 
ent regulations are necessary, and that 
much stricter precautions must be taken 
from a sanitary point of view and also 
from the point of view of fire and so forth. 
Therefore I quite admit that different 
regulations. for rural buildings should 
be encouraged. 
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Your Lordships will see, if vou ex- 
amine it, that Clause 2 of this Bill really 
means the repeal of existing regulations 
under the Public Health Acts. saving 
what is in Clause 4, so far as isolated 
buildings are concerned. I think that 
that is a matter which requires to be 
carefully considered, and it is one which 


I hope the Committee to which the bill 
is to be referred will go into very 
closely indeed. I quite agree with Lord 
Wolverton’s criticisms with regard to 
Clause 5. That clause seems to me a 


very strong order indeed. This is the 
position. A particular local authority, 
after consultation with, and acting largely 
on the advice of, the Local Government 
Board, prepares a set of by-laws, and 
then, if a certain number of people in that 
particular district are dissatisfied with 
the operation of those by-laws, the 
Local Goyernment Board are to be 
empowered, on the motion of five in- 
habitants, to step in and upset the by- 
laws passed by an elected representative 
body, and altogether to nullify them. 


Lorp HYLTON: Only to substitute 
better ones. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: Quite so, 
and that makes the matter worse. Not 
only are the Local Government Board 
empowered to put aside the regulations 
made by the elected representative body, 
but they are empowered to make new 
ones which they may think more suitable, 
and substitute them for the by-laws 
decided upon by the local district 
council, It seems to me that that is 
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introducing an entirely new principle 
jnto our system of local government. 
I have every respect for, and confidence 
in, the Local Government Board, but I 
should be jealous of giving them such a 
power as that. Nor do I think it would 
be fair to our local representative bodies 
throughout the country. The Govern- 
ment propose to give this Bill a Second 
Reading, and refer the whole subject to 
a Select Committee. That is a course in 
which we on this side of the House most 


95 


readily concur, and we shall offer no 


opposition to it. 


*Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess 
of Lanspowne): My Lords, we entirely 
agree with the noble Lord who has 
just sat down in thinking that this 
subject is one which must be handled 


with great caution. It deals with 
a difficult and intricate matter, and 
although we fully realise the  ex- 


cellent objects with which the Bill has 
been introduced, although we feel that 
the Bill is, as the noble Lord who spoke 
second described it. a well-meant Bill, 
we desire to carefully guard ourselves 
against being supposed to accept the 
whole of the provisions which it con- 
tains. For example, Clause 5, to which 
my noble friend referred a moment ago, 
would certainly have the effect of impos- 
ing on the Local Government Board an 
extremely difficult and laborious duty, and 
{ think we should examine it from that 
point of view before we make up our 
minds to passitintolaw. With regard to 
('lause 2, the other clause specially singled 
out by my noble friend, I am under the 
impression, although Iam not quite sure 
whether the words of the clause fully 
realise the intention of the promoters 
of the Bill, that what they intend is 
that isolated buildings should not be 
completely emancipated from the whole 
of the by-laws, but only from by-laws 
ofa certain kind, notably those which deal 
with the question of structural solidity 
and precautions against fire. I do not 
gather, however, that it is at all intended 
that, because a building is isolated, it 
should therefore be emancipated as far 
as sanitary regulations are concerned. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: Clause 4 
provides for that. But it would be quite 
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_ possible for a house to be built with its 
| floor below the level of the ground, or 

for a cottage to be constructed out of 
' turf. 


*THe Marquess or LANSDOWNE: 
I assume that in the substituted by- 
laws there would be precautions against 
that. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: The Bill 
does not propose to substitute new by- 
laws. 


*THe Marquess or LANSDOWNE: 
These are precisely the kind of points 
that require careful examination and 
consideration by a Select Committee 
of your Lordships’ House. I under- 
stand that the object of the promoters 
of the Bill to steer a prudent 
course between the jerry-builder on the 
one hand and the pedants of construc- 
tional and sanitary science on the 
other. I think it is quite clear that it is 
the general feeling of the House that the 
Bill should be read a second time, and we, 
at any rate, do not intend to oppose it. 


is 


*Lorp HYLTON: My Lords, if I 
may be permitted I should like to thank 
the House for the extremely kind manner 
in which the Bill has been received. Ican 
assure the noble Lord opposite that his 
suspicions are not justified. The Bill 
does not seek to promote the building of 
cottages which are not fit for habitation} 
Those who erect these buildings must be 
given credit for desiring to build houses 
fit for habitation. The exemptions that 
are given as regards the material of which 
the cottages are constructed and so forth 
will be more than compensated for by the 
area which will necessarily be added to 
the cottages if they are to have the benefit 
ofexemption. I would point out, in reply 
to what has been said on the subject, that 
Clause 5 does not actually empower the 
Local Government Board, upon the mere 
representation of any five ratepayers, 
to disallow by-laws where they are found 
unsuitable to the district ; for there is a 
provision requiring the deposit of £50, 
which is intended to prevent frivolous 
objections being made. The noble Lord 
opposite spoke as if the Local Govern- 
ment Board would be permittediby this 
Bill to do away with by-laws that had 
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been passed by district councils and 
substitute their own, but the by-laws 
already in existence are not the creation 
of the district councils. District councils 
‘only have power to apply to the Local 
Government Board to give them a set of 
building by-laws. I am quite willing 
to accept the suggestion of His Majesty’s 
Government that the Bill be read a second 
time and referred to a select Committee. 


Lorp STANMORE: My Lords, I 
only rise to say that being intimately 
connected with one of the districts to 
which the noble Lord who introduced 
this Bill has referred, I can bear my 
emphatic testimony to the fact that there 
is not the slightest exaggeration in the 
circumstances which he has related to the 
House ; and, further, that what those of 
us who are interested in cottage-building 
in that part of the country chiefly feel 
as a grievance is the intolerable absurdity 
of making us build a single cottage in a 
field as if it were a house in a street in a 
town. 


On Question, Bill read 2*. 


Moved, “ That the Bill be referred to a 
Select Committee.”—(Lord Wolverton.) 


THe Eart or CREWE: My Lords. 
before the Motion is put I should like to 
ask the noble Marquess the Leader of the 
House a Question on a technical point. 
It seems to us on this side of the House 
desirable that the reference to this Com- 
mittee should be as wide as possible, and 
I should like to know whether the noble 
Marquess thinks, by referring the Bill as 
it stands to a Select Committee, it would 
be possible to deal with the question of 
rural housing and the by-laws applying 
to rural housing. If not, it may be 
advisable, perhaps, to widen the terms of 
reference, because it will be inconvenient 
when the Committee is appointed if it is 
found that it is not able to deal with the 
entire question of rural housing. 


*THeE Marquess oF LANSDOWNE: 
I confess I think it would be desirable 
that we should have time tc consider the 
suggestion of my noble friend. I myself 
do not feel persuaded that it would be 
advantageous to extend the inquiry 
to be conducted by this particular 


Lord Hylton. 


{LORDS} 





Marshal' Islands. 


‘Committee to the whole question of the 
rural housing of the poorer class. 
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On Question, Motion agreed to. Bill 


referred to a Select Committee. 


TRADE IN THE MARSHALL 


ISLANDS. 

*THE Eart or JERSEY: My Lords, 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether he can state 
the present position of the negotiations 
with the German Government with 
respect to the trade in the Marshall 
and Cardine groups of Islands. 


BRITISH 


*Tur SECRETARY or STATE ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess «f 
LanspownE): My Lords, I am able 
to give my noble friend some informa- 
tion which I hope may be of interest 
to him, and to those who, like him, 
take an interest in this question. Since 
the subject of British trade in the Marshall 
Islands was discussed I have received a 
communication of a most considerate 
character from the German Govern- 
ment, In the first place, the German 
Government admit that the Convention 
of 1886 entitles German and_ British 
subjects in the possessions of both 
Powers in the Western Pacific Ocean to 
equal treatment ; although they contend 
that both Governments are given by 
that agreement a free hand in regard to 
the imposition of taxes and duties within 
their own territories. The German 
Government hold that the regulations 
which were issued by them with regard 
to shipping tolls and export duties on 
copra are, in fact, applied equally to 
both German and British subjects, 
and that they are therefore not 
inconsistent with the convention; they 
also maintain that there is no contra- 
diction between the convention and the 
agreement concluded in 1888 with the 
Jaluit Company, because they think that 
the rights oi each Government to ad- 
minister independently their own posses- 
sions were in no way restricted by the 
iterms of the convention. However, 
although the German Government main- 
itain that their attitude was perfectly 
‘justified from a legal point of view, they 

‘feel that it would be most undesirable 
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that in connection with a matter of such 
trifling importance there should be any 
serious difference of opinion between the 
two Governments; and, as the Government 
of His Majesty believe that the effect 
of the agreement of 1888 has been to give 
preferential treatment to the Jaluit Com- 
pany, the German Government have 
decided to terminate that agreement at 
the close of the present financial year— 
March 31st, 1906. The result of that will 
be that after that date the administration 
of the Marshall Islands, and especially 
the collection of public revenues, will 
he transferred from the company to the 
imperial authorities. 


I am further able to say that the 
German Government intend to proceed 
immediately to a revision of the regula- 
tions at present in force in the 
islands with regard to the levying of 
public revenues, and that they intend 


to remodel those regulations on the 
basis of ‘balancing the revenue and 


expenditure.” I take that to mean that 
the revenue will be collected with the 
object of meeting the necessary expendi- 
ture, and not with the object of 
protecting in an especial manner any 
particular interests. Measures adapted 
ior this purpose will come into force on 
October Ist next. The effect of this 
statement, I think, is to show that 
before long the monopoly of the Jaluit 
Company will disappear; and although 
of course, we are at present without know- 
ledge as to the new arrangements which 
may be introduced, we may hope that 
the abuses to which my noble friend 
called attention, and which in our view 
certainly did exist under the adminis- 
tration of the company, will come to an 
end. 


That is the main point. There are, 
of course, subsidiary points, such as the 
claim of a British firm for compensation 
and the treatment of a British vessel 
the owners of which complained of the 
manner in which they were treated 
in the Marshall Islands, but these are 
still under investigation, and unless my 
noble friend particularly desires it I do 
not propose to say anything about them 
now. In the case, however, of the ship 
* Ysabel,” which it was stated had been 


refused a supply of water when she touched , 
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at the Marshall Islands, I think it is 
due to the German Government to give 
their explanation, which was that the 
vessel would have been given an ample 
supply of drinking water, but, there 
being a scarcity of water in the islands, 
they could only have given her enough 
boiler water to carry her to another group 
of islands, at which a sufficient supply 
might have been obtained. That is the 
only subsidiary point which I think it 
necessary to touch upon now, unless 


my noble friend desires to ask any 
further Questions. 
*THeE EarL or JERSEY: The 


noble Marquess has obtained a more 
satisfactory statement from the German 
Government than I had expected. His 
speech will be read with considerable 
satisfaction both in this country and in 
Australia, and I do not think I can 
do better than leave the further nego- 
tiations in his hands without more 
comment. 


House adjourned at Six oclock 
till To-morrow, half-past Tin 
o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursday, 11th May, 1905. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


MR. SPEAKER’S ABSENCE, 

The House being met, the Clerk at the 
Table informed the House of the un- 
avoidable absence of Mr. SPEAKER, owing 
to continued indisposition. 





Whereupon Mr. James Wititiam Low- 
THER, the Chairman of Ways and Means, 
proceeded to the Table, a id, after Prayers, 
took the Cnair lseputy-Speakcr, 
pursuant to the Standing Order. 


as 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Baker Street and Waterloo Railway 
Bill(King’s Consent siguitied). Bill read 
the third time, and passed. 
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Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead 
Railway Bill (Kirg’s Corsent signified). 
Bill read the third time, and passed. 


Edgware and Hampstead Railway Bill. 
Read the third time, and passed. 


West Cumberland Electric Tramways 
(Extension of Time) Bill [Lords]. Read 
the third time, and passed, without 
Amendment. 


London United Tramways (Extension 
cf Time) Bill. As amended, considered ; 
to be read the third time. 


Orphan Working School and Alexandra 
Orphanage Bill[{Lords]. Reported, with 
Amendments; Report to lie upon the 
Table. 


Hestings Harbour Bill [Lords]. Re- 
ported, without Amendment ; Report to 
lie upon the Table. Bill to be read the 
third time. 


Commercial Union Assurance Bill 
[Lords]. Reported, without Amendment ; 
Report to lie upon the Table. Bill to be 
read the third time. 


Mortgage Insurance Corporation Bill 
{Lerds]. Reported, witheut Amendment ; 
Report to lie upon the Table. Bill to be 
read the third time. 


Traro Water Bill [Lords]. Reported, 
without Amendment; Report to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. Bill to be 
read tle third time. 


Hastings Harbour District Railway 
(Abandonment) Bill [Lords]. Reported, 
without Amendment ; Report to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. 


Highland Railway Bill; Metropolitan 
District Railway Bill [Lords]: Mex- 
forough and Swinton Tramways (Ex- 
tension of Time) Bill [Lords]; Tyneside 
Tramways and Tramroads Bill [Lords]; 
Leeds and Liverpool Canal Bill [Lords]; 
Tralee Urban District Council Bill 
[Lords]. Keported, with Amendments; 
Reports to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. 
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Reports, &c. 
PETITIONS. 
DOGS (PROTECTION) BILL 


Two Petitions from London, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 
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EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petitions for alteration; from Banff: 
and Linlithgow; to lie upon the Table. 


HOUSE-LETTING (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Paisley, against ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


LANDS VALUATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Paisley, against; to lie 
upon the Table. 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE'S 
SISTER BILL. 
Petition from Edmonton, against; to 
lie upon the Table. 


VACCINATION ACT, 1898. 


Petition from Aberdeen, for extension 
to Scotland; to lie upon the Table. 


WOMEN’S ENFRANCHISEMENT BILL, 


Petitions in favour; from the Council 
of the Women’s Liberal Federation ; 
Hammersmith; Hornsea; and _ Porto- 
bello; to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION (WELSH IN- 
TERMEDIATE EDUCATION ACT, 1889). 
Copy presented, of Report of the 
Board of Education for the year 1903-4 
on the Administration of Schools, under 
the Welsh Intermediate Education Act. 
1889 [by Act]; to le upon the Table, 
and to be printed, [No. 158.] 


EAST INDIA (ESTIMATE). 

Copy presented, of Estimate of 
Revenue and Expenditure of the Gov- 
ernment of India for 1904-5, compared 
with the results of 1903-4 [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 159.] 


EAST INDIA (FINANCE AND REVENUE 
ACCOUNTS). 


presented, of Finance and 


Copy 


‘Revenue Accounts of the Government of 
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India for 1903-4 [by Act]; to lie upon | 
the Table. 
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Questions. 34 
with pay at the fixed rate of £1 15s, a 


| week, on being appointed over three years 


| ago to permanent pensionable posts as 


EAST INDIA (HOME ACCOUNTS). 

Copy presented, of Home Accounts of | 
the Government of India [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
160.] 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
3369 and 3370 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table, 


TRAMWAYS ACT, 1870. 

Copy presented, of Report by the 
Board of Trade as to dispensing with 
the Consent of the County Council of 
Glamorgan to the Aberavon Tramways 
Provisional Order [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 161.] 


EAST INDIA (RAILWAYS AND IRRI- 
GATION WORKS). 

Address for “ Return showing the 
estimated position, as regards Capital 
Expenditure, of the several Railways 
and Irrigation Works under construction 
in India on the 31st day of March, 1905, 
and the proposed Expenditure thereon 
during 1905-6 (in continuation of Parlia- 
mentary Paper, No. 158, of Session 
1905).”—(Mr. Price.) 


———_.- 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Salaries of Clerks in the Veterinary 
Branch of the Irish Department of 
Agriculture. 

Mr. NANNETTE (Dublin, College 
Green): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of heland whether he will 
state In how many instances the salaries 
of the veterinary branen clerks of the 
Irish Agricultural Department have been 
reduced since the inception of that 
Department; for what reason the re- 
ductions, if any, were made; and 
whether the clerks employed by the Irish 
Agricultural Department have suffered 
thereby. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) Your 
temporary clerks in the veterinary branch, 
VOL. CXLVI. [Fourtu Sertes] 


| assistant clerks of the abstractor class, 


entered the scale of salary for that grade 
at £90 a year, rising by annual incre- 
ments of £2 10s. to £120, and thence by 
£5 to £150. The initial salary of £90 


_ was determined in accordance with the 


practice of requiring a reduction of com- 
mencing salary in consideration of the 
grant of the privileges of a secured 
position, an annual increment, and a 
retiring pension. This reduction was for 
one year, the actual amount being £1 5s. 
perannum. Afterwards the salary was 
increased in accordance with the seale of 
increments named. 


Salaries and Retiring Allowances in the 
Veterinary Branch of the Irish Depart- 
ment of Agriculture. 

Mr. NANNETTI: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the lLord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland how many permanent clerks in 
the veterinary branch of the Irish 
Agricultural Department have upwards 
of ten years service and salaries of less 
than £100 a year; what is the maximum 
salary which these clerks can attain, and 
how many years will it take to reach 
such maximum; how many fears service, 
temporary and permanent, have these 
clerks under the Crown; and how many 
years will they have served under their 
present scale before they become entitled 
to £1 a week retiring allowance. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) Two of 
these permanent clerks have upwards of 
ten years service and salaries of less than 
£100 a year. The maximum of their 
present grade is £150, and it will take 
fifteen years to reach it. These clerks 
have had three years permanent service 
and seven and a half years previous 
temporary service. Retiring allowances 
are governed by the provisions of the 
Superannuation Acts, to which the hon. 
Member is referred. 


Royal Naval Reserve—Enrolment of 
Warrant Engineers and Engine-Room 
Artificers. 


Mr. HARRIS (Tynemouth): To ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty the total 
number of enrolments up to the end of last 
vear in the new classes of engineers and 


B 
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oe 


engine-room artificers in the Royal Naval | 


Reserve admitted under the special regula- 
tions issued in July, 1903; the names of 
the ten ports in the United Kingdom at 
which the highest number of enrolments 
took place in this class, with the figures 
foreach port; and whether it is proposed 
to recognise the services of the various 
local registrars of Naval Reserves for the 
manner in which they have discharged 
the additional duties imposed by the 
regulations referred to. 


(Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) The 
numbers of warrant engineers and engine- 
room artificers, Royal Naval Reserve, 
borne on December 31st, 1904, were :— 


Warrant engineers - - 30 
Engine-room artificers - 604 
Total - - 63 


The ten ports at which the largest 
numbers of enrolments took place were : — 


Glasgow - - - - 152 
Newcastle : - - 74 
Liverpool - + = 52 
Cardiff - - - - 47 
Belfast - : - - 34 
South Shields - - - 28 
Sunderland - . - 28 
Barrow - - : - 26 
North Shields - : = 93 
Aberdeen - : -» - 29 


The matter referred to in the last part 
of the hon. Member’s Question is under 
consideration in consultation with the 
other Departments concerned. 


Infant Life Protection. 

Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether his attention 
has been drawn to the prosecution in the 
Manchester Police Court of a woman 
charged under the Infant Life Protection 
Act, at the instance of the Prestwich 
Board of Guardians, and the statement 
of the magistrate, in ordering a forfeiture 
of the money paid to the defendant, to 
the effect that there was no other form 
of penalty provided for by the Act and 
no means of recovering the money; and 
whether, in view of the frequency of such 
cases and the difficulty of dealing with 
them, he will consider the advisability of 
strengthening the law in relation thereto. 


Questions. i}COMMONS: 
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(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) I am in communication with 
the magistrates about the case referred 
to. This case, and that to which the 
hon. Member drew my attention on the 
5th of this montht, appear to have arisen 
out of the practices of the same persons, 
As I then said, I fear I cannot undertake 
to introduce legislation to amend the 
existing Infant Life Protection Act, nor 
to recommend that facilities should be 
given to a Bill for that purpose. 


Questions. 


Bristol Postal Staff— Timekeepers’ 
Position. 

Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
E.): ‘lo ask the Postmaster-(reneral 
whether he is aware that the whole of 
the telegraph staff at Bristol, including 
the women operators and male super- 
visors, have their hours of attendance 
and periods of casual relief registered by 
men holding lower official positions; 
whether, secing that this duty was 
performed previous!y by members of the 
telegraph department holding the rank of 
clerk and in view of the protests of the 
staff against the change, be will explain 
why the change has been made; and 
whether he will direct that the practice 
be discont'nued. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) I am aware 
of the arrangement to which the hon. 
Member refers, and I do not propose to 
alter it as I see no reason why the 
mechanical operation of recording times 
of arrival and departure should be 
performed by men of high official 
position. 


Late Duty of Female Telegraph Operator 
at Omagh, 

Mr. MURNAGHAN (‘yrone, Mid): 
To ask the Postmaster-General is he 
aware that a female sorting clerk and 
telegraphist has been kept on duty after 
10 p.m. at Omagh rail telegraph cffice 
on several occasions within the past six 
months; and, if so, what steps does he 
purpose taking in the matter. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) Ihave no 
information about the circumstances to 
which the hon. Member refers. The 
matter appears to be one which can 
be and should be dealt with locally. 





+ see (4) Debates, cxlv., 1027. 
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Grants to Pupil Teachers. 


Sir JAMES RANKIN (Herefordshire, | 


Leominster): To ask the Secretary to 
the Board of Education whether the 


Board of Education will take into con- | 
an alteration of its rules 


sideration 
respecting the payment of grant earned 
by pupil teachers, so that the grant may 
be earned by pupil teachers attending 
schools carried on for private profit, if 
such schools are approved of by the 
Board of Education and such grant is 
paid to the local education authority. 


(Answered by Sir William Anson.) If 
the pupil-teacher centre is an inde- 
pendent institution structurally and 
financially, and is not carried on for 
private profit, no objection would be 
raised by the Board merely because the 
teachers engaged at the pupil-teacher 
centre are also engaged in giving instruc- 
tion at a private school. If, however, 
the pupil teachers receive instruction 
together with the students at the 
private school, a grant could not be 
paid in respect of such teaching. The 
Board cannot make any alteration in this 
restriction by which grants are not 
payable to schools conducted for private 
profit, 


Income-Tax (Schedule D). 


Mr. PATRICK WHITE (Meath, N.): 
To ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
what was the amount of income-tax 
leviable under Schedule D in England, 
Ireland, and Scotland respectively for 
the year ending April 5th, 1905; and 
what was the amount outstanding in 
each country on April 20th, 1905, 


(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 
The amounts charged under Schedule D 
for England, Scotland, and Ireland for 
the year 1904-5 were approximately as 
under :— 


£ 
England . . 16,828,000 
Scotland 2,078,000 
Treland 497,000 
£19,403,000 


The amounts outstanding cannot be 
given. 
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| Action of District Magistrate at Hooghly 
aol, India. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To 
ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether he is aware that an Afghan 
youth named Ayoom Khan, who 
in February last was awaiting his trial 
before a subordinate magistrate on a 
charge of theft, was, by order of the 
district magistrate, Mr. Carey, removed 
from Hooghly Gaol, summarily tried, 
and sentenced by him to nominal 
imprisonment until the following morn- 
ing; and, seeing that the Lieutenant- 
Governor stigmetised the district magis- 
trate’s conduct as hardly discreet, will 
he ask the Government of India to make 
some inquiry into the case and report 
thereon. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
I have no information as to the case 
referred to in the Question; but, if the 
facts are as stated, it seems to me to be 
one which has been adequately dealt 
with by the proper authorities. 


Imperator v. A. C. Rolt. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether he has yet 
received from the Government of India 
a report of the proceedings in the case 
of Imperator v. A. C. Rolt, tried in the 
Caleutta High Court on the 20th 
December; and can he see his way to 
lay Papers on the subject upon the 
Table of the House. 


(Answered by Mr, Secretary Brodrick.) 
The report has not yet been received. 


Election of Irish Poor Law Officials. 

Mr. KENDAL O’BRIEN (Tipperary, 
Mid): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that prior to the recent elections 
of master and matron of the Tipperary 
Workhouse, the board of guardians 
unanimously passed a resolution asking 


the Local Government Board to permit 


the elections to be held by ballot ; and 
whether, seeing that the election of Poor 
Law officials in England is held by ballot, 
and that elections by open voting cause 
.xpense to candidates and annoyance to 
uardians through canvassing, steps will 


ge taken to assimilate the English and 
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Irish procedure in the election of Poor 
Law officials. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
facts are as stated in the first inquiry. 
Article 10 of the Local Government 
Board’s general regulations dealing with 
the proceedings of boards of guardians 
requires that votes shall be given openly 
and not by ballot or in any other secret 
manner. A _ requirement of 
purport exists in England, and it 1s, 
therefore. incorrect to say 
election of Poor Law officials in England 
is held by ballot. 


Distress in the Newport Division, West- 
port (County Mayo). 

Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been called to the distress 
which prevails in the Newport Division of 
the Westport (county Mayo) Union; and 
will he see that relief works are started 
for the purpose of relieving such distress. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
Local Government Board have made 
inquiries in this district, but cannot 
find that any acute distress exists such 
as would render it necessary to supple- 
ment the ordinary Poor Law by means oi 
relief works. If, however, the hon. 
Member will furnish the names and 
addresses of distressed persons for whom 
adequate provision has not been made, 
immediate attention will be given to the 
matter. 


Relief of Congestion in the Newport 
Division of Westport Union. 


Dr. AMBROSE: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord - Lieutenant 
of Ivelane if he will explain why 


the Congested Districts Board, which 
has purchased large tracts of land in the 
Newport Division of Westport Union, 
has not yet divided those lands for the 
purpose of relicving congestion; and 


why the Board has not given any” 


employment on such land. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
Board have agreed to purchase the lands 
referred to, but have not yet become 
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| the vested owners pending an investiga- 
| tion of the title. In the meantime, the 
lands cannot be divided. 


Questions. 


| Epizootic Lymphangitis Amongst Army 
Horses. 

Mr. HAYES FISHER (Fulham): To 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he has any information as to the 
source of infection of the ninety-six fresh 
cases of epizootic lymphangitis which 
have recurred among Army horses since 
last July; whether the clothes and boots 
of all persons who have come into con- 
tact with those horses have been so 
treated as to render them non-infectious ; 
Whether, seeing that this disease has ex- 
isted in this country since 1902 and that 
there does not appear to be any abate- 
ment of it, he purposes, with the view 
of allaying the anxiety among horse 
owners, to adopt any further measures 
for its extirpation; and whether he c.n 
hold out any hope that the measures 
now adopted are likely to stamp out the 
disease. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) The source of infection probably 
originated in previous cases in the same 
units. All desirable measures of disin- 
fection are taken, but it has not been 
considered necessary to destroy the 
attendants’ clothing or boots. The 
disease has practically ceased in the 
Army, only nine convalescent cases now 
remaining in strict isolation, 


South African Honours for Militia and 
Volunteer Battalions. 
BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion): To ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether, in view of the 
fact that Militia battalions which sent 
out their Reservists (numbering in many 
cases over 200) to the war in South Africa 
are not permitted to bear upon their 
colours the words ‘‘South Africa” with 
the dates of service unless the whole regi- 
ment went out, whereas Volunteer batta- 
lions, which sent out less than half the 
number of men, are the recipients of full 
honours as if the whole corps went out, 
he can explain why the one service is 
treated differently to the other in this 
respect; and whether this difference of 
treatment will be rectified by conferring 
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upon the Militia battalions the same 
privileges as have been accorded to the 
Volunteers. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr, Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) The difference in treatment 
with regard to inscriptions upon the 
colours is due to the fact that the Militia 
teservists referred to were under an obli- 
gation to serve, if necessary, out of the 
United Kingdom, and received a retain- 
ing fee accordingly, and that, therefore, 
they were in an entirely different cate- 
yory from those forces who served 
voluntarily in South Africa. 


The Judge-Advocate General. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 8.) : 
To ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether the position of Judge-Advocate 
General is still vacant; and, if so, by 
whom are the duties appertaining to that 
office, including the revision of the pro- 
ceedings of Courts-martial and the sen- 
tences pronounced by these Courts, and 
personal access to the Sovereign in tender- 
ing advice with reference to these pro- 
ceedings and sentences, discharged. 


(Answered by Mr. A.J. Balfour.) Lam 
advised by the Secretary of State for 
War that at the present time the duties 
of the Judge-Advocate General are being 
performed by the Deputy-Judge- Advocate 
General. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE, 


Naval Guns. 

Sir GILBERT PARKER (Gravesend) : 
[I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty what is the total number of 
12-inch Mark VIII. guns which have 
been completed for the Navy; what is 
the number of these guns landed for 
repairs and the number of these awaiting | 
repairs, exclusive of those landed for | 
repairs ; what is the total number of 
12-inch Mark IX. guns which have. 
been completed for the Navs ; what is 
the number under construction for the 
naval service ; and what is the number 
of ships completed or built which carry 
42-inch Mark IX. armament. 
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Questions. 42 

*THeE SECRETARY to tHe AD- 
MIRALTY (Mr. Preryman, Suffolk, 
Woodbridge): The total number of 
12-inch Mark VIII. guns that have been 
completed for the Navy is seventy-five, 
viz., sixty mounted in ships and fifteen 
spare. Two of these guns have been 
landed for repairs. One other, which 
has been used for proof purposes, is 
awaiting repairs. The total number of 
12-inch Mark IX. guns that have been 
completed for the Navy is ninety-seven, 
viz., seventy-six mounted in ships and 
twenty-one spare. Thirteen more are 
under construction. Nineteen ships 
carrying these guns are completed. 
Three ships building carry these guns. 
A number of 12-inch Mark VIII. guns 
have been landed for adjustment from 
ships since the defect was observed in 
the guns of the “ Majestic.” These have 
been exchanged with reserve guns, be- 
cause reserves were available at the 
time, and it was considered desirable to 
utilise the reserve guns rather than 
carry out the adjustments on board. 
The adjustment is of a minor nature 
and is one which will, in future, be done 
on board the ships or on shore as most 
convenient. 


Sir JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth): Has any change ‘recently been 
made in the proportions of guns of each 
class kept in reserve. 


*Mr. PRETYMAN: No change has 
been made. The present number is the 
number which has been adopted since 
1902, 


Str JOHN COLOMB: Has there been 
any alteration since the statement on the 
subject made by Lord Goschen before 
he left the Admiralty. 


*Mr. PRETYMAN: I am not aware 
of any alteration. I made a statement a 
vear ago as to the number of reserve 
guns. Ido not call to mind Lord Gos- 
chen’s statement. 


*Sin CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): Can the hon, 
Gentleman say whether since that time 
any change has been made inthe propor- 
tions of the reserves kept in certain foreign 
fleets; also how long it will be before th- 
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guns which have been taken out of the 
reserves for temporary purposes will be 
again replaced in the reserves. 


*Mr. PRETYMAN: Should it be de- 
cided to retube any of these guns, the pro- 
cess will take three months. Asthe right 
hon. Baronet is aware, it is desirable 
sometimes to retube guns before it is 
absolutely necessary in order that the 
life of all the guns may not run out to- 
gether. But with regard to readjustment, 
that is a matter only of a day or two, so 
that the guns will be available in the 
reserves immediately. I am unable to 
answer without notice the Questions of 
the right hon. Baronet as to the propor- 
tions in reserves in foreign fleets. 


Army Pensions—Private M‘Donagh, 
Connaught Rangers. 

Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, §.): I 
bez to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he will inquire into the case of 
Thomas M-Donagh, late e private in the 
Connaught Rangers, and who served in 
South Africa during the recent war for 
277 days, and received a wound at the 
battle of Pieter’s Hill, from which he was 
subsequently invalided to Netley Hos- 
pital, and, after medical examination and 
by the direction of the Army medical 
authorities, was admitted as a free patient 
to the Royal Infirmary, but in whose 
case a stoppage of the 2s. per day whilst 
in hospital was made from his pay, and if 
he will be recouped this amount. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Arnoip-Forster, Belfast, 
W.): This pensioner was receiving free 
treatment at the Royal Infirmary, 
Dublin, and as it is not intended to grant 
at the same time the advantages of such 
treatment and a full pension, a part of 
this man’s pension was duly appro- 
priated, 


Military Maneuvres near Dublin—Dam- 
age at Drimnagh Castle. 

Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether his attention has 
been called to the correspondence 
between Mr. John Gore, solicitor, of 
Dublin, and the military authorities as 
to the damage done by the trespass of 
he troops on the lands and demesne of 
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Drimnagh Castle, county Dublin, during 


Questions. 


manoeuvres and shooting practice; 
whether he is aware that the fences were 
levelled and broken down, and that the 
supply of milk from the dairy cattle has 
been considerably diminished by fright ; 
and whether he will see that such steps 
are taken as will indemnify the owner for 
the loss sustained by him by this breach 
of the law. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: A report 
of the case has been forwarded from Ire- 
land from which matters appear to stand 
as follow: In May, 1904, the owner, Mr. 
Hatch, claimed compensation of £10 for 
damage done on April 25th to the 
fences, etc., by the cattle breaking away 
owing to the firing by the troops. The 
claims were carefully considered on the 
spot on May 24th by the military 
authorities, and Mr. Hatch was offered 
£2. On June 4th his so'icitor, Mr. Gore, 
made a c'aim, which had not been men- 
tioned by Mr. Hatch at his meeting with 
the military representatives on May 
24th, for damage to the mileh cows 
through fright, and threatened legal pro- 
ceedings. On 15th March, 1905, he asked 
the Chief Crown Solicitor to accept 
service of a writ and was informed that 
the proper proceedings against the Secre- 
tary of State for War were by Petition 
of Right. 


Chinese Recalcitrants in the Transvaal. 

Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire, 
Cleveland): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies if he will state how 
many Chinese labourers in the Transvaal 
have suffered imprisonment for desertion, 
refusal to work, and travelling without 
a permit; how many have suffered im- 
prisonment for riot ; and how many have 
been sent back to China, ‘rom the time 
the labourers began to arrive in the 
Transvaal until the latest date for which 
figures are available. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror rue 
COLONIES (Mr. Lytretton, Warwick 
and Leamington): The statistics of im- 
prisonment to the end of January are 
published in Cd. 2401, see pages 89-91. 
The figures for February are as follows— 
desertion and refusal to work, not distin- 
guished, thirty-cight ; travelling without 
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permit, eight. The total number repatri- 
ated to December 31st was 522. 
no later information yet. 


White Labour in the Transvaal. 

Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies if he will state by what per- 
centage the number of coloured labourers, 
apart from Chinese, employed in the 
gold mines of the Transvaal, increased 
between March, 1904, and March 31st, 
1905 ; and by what percentage the number 
of white men so employed increased in the 
‘ame period, 


Mr. LYTTELTON: The percentage of 
increase appears to be for coloured labour 
32'1 and for white labour 27°9. 


Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: How is it 
that white labour has increased at a 
smaller rate than black labour, and that 
Cuinese labour has apparently resulted in 
no increase at all in white labour ? 


Mr. LYTTELTON: Before the intro- 
duction of Chinese labour, experiments 
were made for the introduction of 
unskilled white labour, and those experi- 
ments were, I believe, in the opinion of 
everybody qualified to judge, a total 
failure, 


Mr. BRIGHT (Shropshire, Oswestry) : 
Is the right hon, Gentleman aware of the 


opinion of Mr. Creswell, that white labour | 


Was : uccessful ? 
[No Answer was returned. ] 


Salonica— Massacre at Kuktish. 

Str A. HAYTER (Walsall): I beg 
to ask the Under-Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether any report 
has been received of the inquiry into the 
massacre at Kuktish in the Salonica 
vilayet on February 15th by the 
Turkish troops, in which forty unarmed 
persons were murdered, forty-three houses 
burnt, 117 houses looted, and twelve 
women violated; and whether any 
compensation will be paid or any punish- 
ment inflicted upon the authors of this 
outrage. 


THE UNDER - SECRETARY or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS) Earl 
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| Prroy, Kensington, §.) : 
T have | 
with those mentioned in the reports which 
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have reached us, but the findings of the 
Commission of Inquiry have not yet 
been communicated to His Majesty’s 
Government. We understand that a 
sum of £150 has been granted by the 
Turkish Government for the immediate 
relief of distress. 


Samoa. 

CotoneL DENNY (Kilmarnock Burghs): 
I beg to ask the Under-Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether there is any 
prospect of the British claims, due to 
damage done in Samoa in 1899, being 
paid, and what has been the cause of the 
delay. 


Eart PERCY: The examination of 
the various claims, British and foreign, 
has necessarily taken a considerable time, 
but that of the British has now been 
completed, and steps are being taken to 
trace the claimants and to pay those 
whose claims to compensation have been 
substantiated. 


Markyate Motor Fatality. 
Mr. SLACK (Hertfordshire, St. 
Albans) : I beg to ask the Secretary of 


| State for the Home Department whether 


his attention has been directed to the 
accident which resulted in the death of a 
boy named William Henry Clifton, at 
Markyate, in the county of Hertford, on 
Tuesday, April 18th, 1905; and, if so, will 
he state what means of communication 
exist between the county police of the 
counties of Hertford and Bedford along 
the main roads of those counties; and 
whether there is any telephonic com- 
munication between the police of Dun- 
stable, Markyate, Redbourn, and St. 
Albans, and between the Hertford county 
constabulary and the city police of St. 
Albans; and, if not, whether he will take 
steps to secure the provision of such 
inter-communication as will meet the case 
of similar accidents. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE For tus 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. AkERS- 
Douuras, Kent, St. Augustine’s): My 
attention has been directed to this case. 
I understand from the Chief Constable of 
Hertfordshire that the St. Albans city 
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police have means of telephonic com- 


munication with the Hertfordshire police | 


through the National Exchange, that 


there is no telephonic communication | 
from Dunstable to St. Albans eva Mark- | 


yate, and that the question of establishing 
such communication between St. Albans. 
Redbourn, and Markyate will come 
before the Standing Joint Committee 
of Hertfordshire, who, I would remind 
the hon. Member, are the police authority 
concerned, next month, 


Monastic and Conventual Private Burial 
Grounds. 


Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, 8.): [beg to ask | 


the Secretary of State for the Home De- 
partment whether there is any official 
list of the private burying grounds in 
connection with monastic and conventual 
institutions; and, if so, what is their 
number and how many have been granted 
during the past five vears. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): Can the right hon. Gentleman say 
what country is referred to in the Ques- 
tion, 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: T can only 
speak as far as England and Wales are 
concerned. I am not aware of the 
existence of any such list as regards 
England and Wales, and I am 
informed by the President of the 
Local Government Board, with whom, 


since the passing of the Burial Act, 1900, | 


rests the duty of giving approval, when 
approval is required, to the opening of 
new burial grounds, that he has no 
record of the nature indicated. 


Aliens. 

Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham): I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Hone 
Department how many aliens arrived in 
this country in 1904; how many left 


this country; and how many of the, 


aliens who arrived were sailors; and 
whether he has any information he can 
produce to the House to show that of the 
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as follows :—194,986 aliens arrived in 
this country from Continental ports, 
| 99,278 of these were stated on the lists to 
be en route to other countries; 12,863 
were seamen (only very few of whom can 
be prospective settlers). Deducting these 
two last figures from the first, we have a 
‘remainder of 82,845. Of these 7,697 were 
subsequently ascertained by officers of 
the Customs to be, in fact, on their way to 
other countries. Deducting these latter, 
we obtain a net remainder of 75,148 to 
be accounted for. It must not be in- 
ferred, as the Board of Trade point out, 
that these figures represent the total 
number of al’en immigrants who actually 
settled in this country. Among them 
there is no doubt some drifting back to 
Kurope, and some moving onward to 
America, but the known extent of this 
does not amount to more than 2,000 or 
3,000 (chiefly cases assisted by the 
Jewish Board of Guardians). Probably 
some of those stated to be en route to 
other countries in fact stay here, tempor- 
arily or permanently. These figures relate 
only to arrivals from Europe, and do not 
include arrivals from America, etc., 
whether rejected European aliens or 
original immigrants from America. 


Mr. EMMOTT: The right hon. Gen- 
tleman has not stated how many aliens 
left this country. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: There is no 
possibility of obtaining information as to 
the exact number leaving. All we can 
ascertain is the number of transmigrants. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): Is there 
any reliable means of knowing how many 
are transmigrants ? 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS : We have the 
actual number who come here described 
as transmigrants. All that can be ascer- 
tained is the number of transmigrants, 

_and the number of those who to the 
knowledge of the Customs officers leave 
alter staying here for a short time. 


82,000 aliens not described as transmi- | 


grants who arrived the greater proportion 
probably settled in this country. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS : 


The Board | 


| Mr. LOUGH: How do they get those 


figures ? 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS : By inquiring 


of Trade Return, which is in the hands of | at the ports. But it is impossible to say 
hon. Members, shows that the figures are! exactly how many leave after a short 
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| sentence, and will he see he is released 


settlement, as they depart in small num- 
immediately ? 


bers and are returned as_ ordinary 
passengers. 





| 
| [No Answer was returned.] 
Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, | 
Rushcliffe): Then we are to take it that | 
the right hon, Gentleman’s figures are to | 
a large extent uncertain ? | 


Motor-Car Speeds in London Streets. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney and 
Shetland): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
: State for the Home Department if he will, 

Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: I have | jn considering the eueiicn of the desira- 
stated all through the debates on the bility of limiting the speed of motor-cars 
aliens question that it is impossible to | in London streets, recognise the import- 
obtain all the figures with exact accuracy. | ance of Clause 9 of the Motor Act giving 
But the Board of Trade state in their | certain powers to the local authorities, 
Report that the figures which I have and the fact that Clause 1 of the Act did 
quoted can be relied on. | not alter the Common Law of the land. 


Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: Is it) Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: The limita” 
-_ the fact that the Board] of | tion of the speed of motor-cars in London 
Trade in their Report do give the total | streets does not come within my jurisdic- 
number of the aliens who leave this | tion put, as I have already explained, 
country, whether recent arrivals or old | within that of the Local Government 
arrivals, which is the Question of my | Board on application made by the local 
hon, friend, and the Question the right | authorities. Due weight will no doubt be 
hon. Gentleman says he cannot answer ? given to the considerations to which the 

| hon. Member refers; and I may remind 

Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: If the hon, | the hon. Member that the Motor-Car Act 
Gentleman has got the information I do | is a temporary one, and will come before 
not see why he should ask the Question. | Parliament for renewal or review next 

| session. 


Theft through Starvation. 


Mr. JAMES O’CONNOR: I beg Identification of, and Speed Regulations 
MR. a s ve for Motor-Cars. 


*Mr. SLACK: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Lecal Government Board 


to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether his 
attention has been called to the case of | ! 
James Nicholson, aged 17 years, of no whether, having regard to the fatal 
home, who was sentenced last Saturday accident at Markyate, in Hertfordshire, 
at the South-Western Court to 14 days | on 18th April, he will make regulations 
imprisonment for stealing a loaf of bread, | by virtue of the powers given by the 
and to the fact that Nicholson told the | Motor-Car Act, 1903, for the better identi- 
policemen who arrested him that he was | fication of motor-cars and the better regu- 
hungry and destitute; and whether, in | lation of the speed of motor-cars when 
view of the Court missionary’s testimony | Passing through towns, villages, and 
to Nicholson’s character, he will order | populous places, so as to prevent, as far 
his release. as possible, the recurrence of similar 
| accidents, 


Me. AKERS-DOUGLAS : I have called | = e per 24 ; 
for a report from the magistrate who THE PRESIDENT or tue J.OCAL 


dealt with this case, but | have not vet | GOV ERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Geratp 
received his reply. As soon as I do sO, I | Pane mst — milo 
E Nie ae bent of any better method of identifying motor- 
will carefully consider the matter. fonts A st thay ik ee 
Local Government Board have no general 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: Will the | power of regulating the speed of motor- 
right hon, Gentleman bear in mind the | cars when passing through towns, villages, 
man has already served a week of his | and other populous places. 
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Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis): | to a Select Committee sufficiently early 
Will the right hon. Gentleman consider the | to give time for the proper consideration 
propriety of ordering the increase of the| of the said Agreement, he will agree, 
size of the numbers on motor-cars to | following a similar course adopted 
some such size as is used on fishing boats. | regarding the Provisional Agreement of 

| 1894, to let the Agreement stand over 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have no | until next session. 
reason for supposing that the present | 
figures are not easily discernible. | THe POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Lord 

STanLEY, Lancashire, Westhoughton) : | 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Is it not the | beg to refer the hon. Member to my reply 
fact that in this very case the numberof! to the Member for Camberwell on 
the motor-car was so small that it was) May 4tht last. 
found impossible to see it clearly ? | 

Nitrogen Bacteria. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I under-|  Qozonez SADLER (Middlesbrough): 
stand that that was in consequence of | ] beg to ask the President of the Board 
the dust which was raised. of Agriculture if his attention has been 
ae notin | directed to the success attending the 

*Mr. SLAC K: Will the right hon. | inoculation of soil with nitrogen bacteria 
Gentleman consider the advisability of | jn the United States and in other 
regulations being made under Section 7 | countries; and whether the experiments 
of the Motor-Car Act, 1903, on the) and investigations of the Board have 
lines I have suggested in the Question? | heen alike encouraging ; and, if so, is it 

intended to distribute the inoculating 

Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barnstaple) : ' material among agriculturists of this 
And will the right hon. Gentleman use | country as is being done abroad. 
his influence to obtain an early discussion | 


of the matter ? | *THe PRESIDENT or toe BOARD 
or AGRICULTURE (Mr. AtLwyn 
[No Answer was returned. ] | FELLowes, Huntingdonshire, Ramsey) : 


| Yes, as I stated recently in reply to a 
Winchester Motor-Car Regulations. —§ Question by the hon, Baronet the Mem- 
Mr. CAWLEY (Lancashire, Prestwich): | ber for Salisbury, we are closely watching 
I beg to ask the President of the Local | the experiments now being made in con- 
Government Board whether he will state | nection with the use of nitrogen-producing 
by whom the application of the Corpora- bacteria in the United States and else- 
tion of the city of Winchester for power | Where, and the value of such bacteria is 
to limit the speed of motor-cars to ten | Now being tested at several of the agri- 
miles an hour whilst passing through | cultural colleges in this country. _No 
that city was opposed at the local | results of value can, however, be obtained 
inquiry. |until the crops under treatment are 
. /mature. I may add that both the 
‘PR! 7 , _| American and the German preparations 
ws: Bebali Of the Aniensbils Club: the | firms in those countries and can be pur- 
Motor Union, the Hampshire tee | by any farmers here who may 
Union, and an individual resident of Sates to aeRO. 
Winchester. Evidence in support of the | 


opposition was given by eleven witnesses, | Abstractor Clerks’ Memorial. 
| Mr. NANNETIST: I beg to ask the 
Telephone Agreement | Secretary to the Treasury whether the 


I q | memorial presented in January, 1904, 

I “e rages age nietinetler ce | from the assistant clerks known as ab- 

ge » mapter-“enera’ | stractor clerks has yet been considered 
whether, in the event of an opportunity | 


; . | by the Lords Commissioners of the 
not occurring for the passing of his | 


Motion to refer the Telephone Agreement | +See (4) Debaies, exlv., 928, 








—— at ad of Bh ied oe 


a ee ee oe ae ee 








53 Questions. 


Treasury ; and, if so, whether he is pre- 
p:red to say if any improvement has 
been made in their status and pos tions. 


Tot FINANCIAL SECRETARY or 
roe TREASURY (Mr. Victor Caven- 
pisH, Derbyshire. W.): The decision of 
the Treasury on the memorial in question 
has been conveyed to heads of Depart- 
ments. Certain improvements have been 
sanctioned in the pay and conditions of 
service of the abstractors. 


Humphrey Williams’ Charity. 

Mr. BENN (Devonport): I beg to 
ask the hon. Member for ‘Tunbridge, as 
a Charity Commiss‘oner, whether his 
attention has been called to the adminis- 
tration of Humphrey Williams’ Charity 
(Kent Street Estate) and in particular to 
the c:rcumstances under which parts of 
the property, originally left in 1653 for 
th benefit of poor aged people residing 
in the parishes of St. George-the-Martyr, 
Southwark, and St. Mary, Newingten, 
have been transferred, without valuable 
consideration, to the ecclesiastical author- 
itles as sites for a church, a parsonage 
house, and a day school; whether he is 
aware that the revenue derived from the 
site for the parsonage house, which has 
not been erected, is received by the eccle- 
siastical authorities, and will he say to 
what purpose it is being applied ; whether 
the day school has been discontinued ; 
and, if s», for what purpose the building 
i: now used; under what legal authority 
this alienation of property took place ; 
and what steps he proposes to take in 
the matter. 


*Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN, (Kent, 
Tunbridge): The attention of the Com- 
missioners has been called by the 
London County Council to the circum- 
stances in question, in a letter stating 
that they are advised, as is the case, that 
these transfers were legally made, under 
the Church Building Acts and School 
Sites Act, 1841, respectively, and that the 
present user is not contrary to the 
statutes. It is under-tood that the par- 
sonage s.te is now let and the rent applied 
in augmentation of the benefice: and 
that the day school is now closed and the 
premises used for parish purposes ; but 
the jurisdict on in these respects is now 
that of the Ecclesiastical Commissioners 
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and of the Board of Educationrespectively 
and not of the Charity Commissioners. 


Qucstions. 


Afforestry in Ireland. 

Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether it is 
proposed to take any steps with a view 
to preserve the few woods and pluntations 
still left standing in Ireland. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Watrer Long, Bristol, 8.) : 
The Department of Agriculture are alive 
to the importance of this question. They 
have caused special inquiries to be made, 
and have been in communication with 
the Estates Commissioners with a view 
to the utilisation of Section 4 (1) of the 
Act of 1903. The Department have them- 
selves purchased, as trustees under this 
section, certain woods which will be 
utilised in connection with the De- 
partment’s forestry station in county 
Wicklow. .The Department’s funds are 
not sufficient for any comprehensive 
scheme of forestry development, but 
facilities are being provided under the 
county agricultural and_ horticultural 
schemes for encouraging the planting of 
trees and the preservation of existing 
woods by occupiers. 


Captain DONELAN: Will action be 
taken to prevent landlords from cutting 
down the timber on their estates when 
selling under the Land Purchase Act. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I have never 
heard of such a suggestion. I had better 
have notice. 


Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.) asked if the 
Government would give facilities to an 
association recently formed in Ireland to 
plant trees. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I must ask for 


notice of that also. 


Irish Agricultural Department — 
Veterinary Branch. 


Mr. NANNETII: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he will state 
in how many instances the salaries 
of the vetermary branch clerks of 
the Irish Agricultural Department have 
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been reduced since the inception of that 
Department; for what reason the re- 
ductions, if any, were made; and whether 
the clerks employed by the Irish Agricul- 
tural Department have suffered thereby. 


Mr. NANNETTI: I beg also to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland how many 
permanent clerks in the veterinary 
branch of the Irish Agricultural Depart- 
ment have upwards of ten years’ service 
and salaries of less than £100 a year; 
what is the maximum salary which these 
clerks can attain, and how many years 
will it take to reach such maximum; how 
many years service, temporary and 
permanent, have these clerks under the 
Crown; and how many years will they 
have served under their present scale 
before they become entitled to £1 a week 
retiring allowance. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: It will be more 
convenient to furnish, with the Votes, 
printed replies to these Questions, and 
with the hon. Member’s permission I will 
adopt that course. 


Mr. NANNETTI: In view of the 
importance of the first Question, I 
certainly should like to have it answered 
in the House. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Then I must 
- ask the hon. Member to put it down 


again, 


Royal Irish Constabulary—Accounts. 

Mr. NANNETTI: TI beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that the 
accounts rendered by the staff officer of 
the Royal Irish Constabulary Depart- 
ment, Dublin Castle, were certified as 
being correct for the period of four years 
ending December, 1903, and passed by 
the principal accountant and audit 
department, and that after the death of 
the said staff officer on January 6th, 1901, 
the accounts were found to disclose a 
deficiency of £435 10s, 4d. ; and whether, 
in view of the neglect of duty on the 
part of the principal accountant and the 
officials of the audit department, he will 
say if the Inspector-General has taken 
any action in the matter of having the 


system of keeping the accounts inquired | 
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into; and further, what means have 
been adopted by the said department to 
recover the said sum of £433 10s. 4d, 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The facts are 
as Stated in the first part of the Question, 
The monthly accounts rendered by this 
officer were apparently correct, and were 
passed accordingly ; but upon closing his 
accounts after his death, it was found 
that some of the vouchers which had 
been furnished by him were not ge:uine, 
and that there was a deficiency to the 
amount stated. Arrangements have 
since been made which will reduce toa 
minimum the risk of similar misappropria- 
tion of public money. The amount in 
default has been refunded to the depart- 
ment by the deceased’s widow. 


Mr. NANNETTI asked whether, in 
view of the trouble which had fallen on 
the widow, any consideration could be 
shown to her. 


Mr. WALTER LONG replied that he 
feared nothing could be done, but he 
would inquire. 


Irish Land Purchase—Tenants’ Interests. 

Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
states Commissioners have negotiated 
for the sale to them of the interests of 
farmers with leases or judicial tenancies 
whose rents exceed £200, with the view 
to the division of their farms amongst 
tenants in possession of uneconomic 
holdings; what has been the total sum 
advanced or sanctioned for this purpose 
up to Ist May last; and has the money 
so advanced been charged on the new 
holdings at the same rate as the Land 
Act annuities for the purchase of the 
landlords’ interests. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: No, Sir. The 
Commissioners inform me that advances 
under the Land Purchase Acts cannot be 
made for the purchase of tenants’ 
interests. 


Trustees for Grazing Lands and Turbary. 

Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secietary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether, in the case of trustees 
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the Land Act (Ireland), 1903, the Estates 
Commissioners have issued any code of 
rules for the guidance of these trustees, 
for their election at stated intervals, and 
also defining the classes of persons entitled 
to vote at these elections ; and whether 
he can state in how many cases has it 
become necessary, up to Ist May last, to 
provide for the appointment of such 
trustees, and whether such appointment 
has been of a temporary or permanent 
nature, 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The reply to 
the first inquiry is in the negative. 
Under Section 20 of the Act of 1903, the 
trustees referred to hold the land vested 
in them on such terms as may be specified 
in the scheme framed in the particular 
case. Such a scheme has been settled 
and approved of in one case, and this 
scheme provides for the appointment of 
new trustees by the surviving or con- 
tinuing trustees subject to the approval 
of the Land Commission. 


Alleged Payment of Secret Commissions 
by Parliamentary Agents. 

Mr. BENN: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether his attention 
has been directed to the admission ot 
Messrs. Bircham and Co., Parliamentary 
agents, as to the payment of a sum of 
£116 13s, 6d. secret commission to the 
late town clerk of Holborn and to their 
statement that such commission was 
quite an ordinary percentage to pay ; 
and if, having regard to the fact that this 
frm acts for other boroughs and also 
holds the position of Parliamentary 
agents to the Government, he proposes to 
take any steps, by Royal Commission or 
otherwise, to deal with this state of 
aff virs. 


The PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or tHe TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
BaLeour, Manchester, E.): My attention 
has been called to the circumstances 
referred to, which have been the subject 
of correspondence in the public Press. 
I am advised that the payment in 
question to Messrs. Bircham and Co., a 
firm of the highest reputation, ought not 
to be called a secret commission, and they 
contend that it is an agency payment, 
1ecognised as such amongst solicitors, 
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and paid in the usual way of business. 
They have acted for the person in 
question for eighteen years. If, how- 
ever, this transaction is to be regarded 
aS a commission received by Parlia- 
mentary agents, which is disputed, it 
may perhaps be convenient that I remind 
the House that commissions of this kind 
were not only the subject of discussion 
some years ago in Parliament, but that 
they are now engaging the attention of 
the Lord Chancellor and the Chairman of 
Committees in the House of Lords, and 
also of the Incorporated Law Society. 


Mr. BENN: May I ask is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that this firm 
have returned, in addition to the sum 
of £116 given to the late town clerk of 
Holborn, a cheque to the value of £0 as 
belonging to the council. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: I am afraid 
that I have given all the information 
that I have got, but I will make further 
inquiry if Questions are put on the 
Paper. 


Mr. BENN: In view of the nature of 
the Answer, and as this is a very im- 
portant matter, at the conclusion of 
Questions I shall ask leave to move 
the adjournment of the House in order 
that we may go fully into the matter. 


Sirk ROBERT REID (Duniries 
Burghs) : Is there any ground for 


suggesting that a secret commission 
paid by Parliamentary agents to the 
town clerk of a borough could possibly 
be lawful. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: I must ask for 
notice of that. I do not profess to 
know anything about it. I am not a 
practising solicitor or barrister, and the 
hon. and learned Gentleman is quite as 
qualified to say what the practice is as I 
am. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Does the 
right hon. Gentleman know whether im 
fact this was a commission, and whether 
in fact it was paid secretiy ? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, I do nos 
know. 
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Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, S.) : 
Where is the Attorney-General t 


move the adjournment of the House in 
order to discuss a definite matter of 


urgent public importance, namely, the | 


payment of £116 secret commission by 
Messrs. Bircham & Co., Parliamentary 
agents, to the late town clerk of Holborn, 


to their statement that such payment | 
was customary, and to the fact that the | 
Government have taken no action in the | 


matter, 


Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: T do not 


think that the matter is urgent. The pay- 
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Sir 


| (Stirling Burghs): I desire to ask for 


Mr. BENN: I beg to ask leave to} , 
| business next week. 


information as to the course of public 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The business 
for Monday will be the Second Reading 


‘of the Budg«t Bill. I understand that 
| the course of procedure most convenient 


o the House will be that a discussion 
on the financial relations between Great 
Britain and Ireland should be taken 
\first, and that any general discussion 
| should be taken subsequent to that. If 
| that is a convenient course it is not one 
_to which I shall take objection. The 
‘first business after the Budget will, as 


ment was made last year or even before | far as I can see, be the Rating Bill, 


that, and the cases were brought to the | 


knowledge of the public some months 
ago. It is not a new matter or urgent 
In any sense. 


Mr. BENN: May I draw attention 
to the fact that these gentlemen, or 
rather a member of the firm, is still a 
servant of the Government, connected 
with the Treasury Department. 
facts only came to light during the last 
few 
clerk of Holborn. The evidence given 
at the trial makes it perfectly clear that 
there can be no dispute about the facts. 
I respectfully submit that this is a 
matter which calls for the immediate 
attention of the House. It is a matter 
in which municipal morality is involved, 
and I would ask you, Sir, to reconsider 
your decision. 


Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: It is only 
by a considerable stretch of ingenuity 


These | 


weeks at the trial of the town) 


which will follow immediately after. I 
hope we shall be able to finish the 
Budget Bill on Monday. 


*Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tyd- 
vil): When is it proposed to take the 
Second Reading of the Unemployed 


Bill? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am unable 
to state when the Second Reading of that 
Bill will be taken. 


*Mr. KEIR HARDIE: Is not the 


right hon. Gentleman aware that the 


question is one of increasing urgency 
and importance, and that riots are 
threatened in many parts of the country 
because there is no machinery for deal- 


ing with the unemployed. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No doubt 
there may be difficulties here and there, 
but I cannot regard the Bill as a press- 


| ing one in the sense that it makes much 





that it is possible to connect Messrs. | difference whether the Bill is taken a 
Bicham with the Government in any | little sooner or a little later. It is a 
way. I believe that they have occa- | winter grievance and not a summer one. 
sionally done work for the Government | 

as Parlian.entary agents, but they are) #ywp KEIR HARDIE: Is the righ: 
in no sense servants of the Government, | hon. Gentleman aware that 400 men in 
or part of the hierarchy or of the official | Teicester, some of whom have been out 
organisation of the Government. It! o¢ york now for close on two years, 


, tA Te | : . 
cannot properly be conside:ed that there | yesterday demanded the passing of this 
I venture to say the 


is any urgency in the matter. The rule | Bie iesmnsdindale. 
was drawn up to meet certain eventu- | Guestion is ugent all the year round. 
alities and it ought not to be stretched | 


bevond those limit. [No Answer was re urned.] 
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Sir EDWARD STRACHEY (Somer- | which will come in course of payment 
setshire, S.): When will the Sale of | during the year ending on the 3ist day 
Butter Bill be taken? Will it be next | of March, 1906, for the Salaries and other 
week ? Expenses in the Department of His 
Majesty’s Treasury and Subordinate 
Me. A. J. BALFOUR: I have | Departments, including Expenses in re- 
sketched out the business for next week, | spect of Advances under The Light Rail- 
and I do not know if the hon. Gentle- | ways Act, 1896.” 
man sees in the interstices a point at) — 
which this Bill might be taken, I con-) Taz PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
fess I do not. |LORD or rue TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Siz EDWARD STRACHEY: Is it | Ba.rour, Manchester, E.): If I depart 


‘ : | from the single precedent which we have 
intended to take it at an early date ¢ | on this Vote and begin its discussion by 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I cannot hold a statement, it is because that, having 
: ie | listened to the debates which have taken 
out any expectation of that. [ will take | iene Pine Rene he aR 
it as soon as I can, but how soon I | Fraee enener in ‘ene your oe subjects con- 
iu unis _nected with both the Navy and the Army, 
ia ‘it seems to me that probably it would be 
| convenient to the Committee if I should 
SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). | @2deavour to give some account of the 
conclusions we have arrived at on some 
eet ie head dig, Of the most important subjects which 

mittee of Selection; That they had dis- | 
: al | have come under the consideration of the 

charged the following Member from the | (: borane: et ants 

Standing Committee on Law and Courts | et Se Aree 
of Justice, and Legal Procedure:—Mr. | may, perhaps, fitly begin by en- 
Milvain; and had appointed in substicu- | geayouring to remove a misconception 
tion: Mr. Malcolm. | which certainly has no justification in 
; | anything I have ever said or suggested 
Report to lie upon the Table. | but “aah has taken deep root, and 
which I shall feel it to be my duty to 
| contradict and to dispose of as often as 
MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. (1 hear it. This error consists in sup- 
McConnell’s Divorce Bill [Lords], That | posing that the Committee of Defence is 
they communicate Minutes of Evidence | 4 new executive Department, added to 
and Proceedings taken upon the Second. the existing organisation of the Govern- 
Reading of McConnell’s Divorce Bill, as | ment, which has in some way the duty 


disired by this House, with a request that | thrown upon it of supervising the Depart- 
the same may be returned. mental work entrusted to the First Lord 


of the Admiralty and the Secretary of 
anaes State for War. Now that is not the 
case. The Committee of Defence is not 
an executive Committee; and if it were 
an executive Committee instead of being 
a consultative Committee it would be 
(In the Committee.) in the highest degree inexpedient that 
it should deal with matters of purely 
(Mr. Jerrreys (Hampshire, N.) in the Departmental interest. If the Committee 
Chair.] were to be treated asa Court of Appeal— 
and some hon. Gentlemen have en- 
CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DE- | deavoured to say as much—against the 
PARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1905-6. decisions come to in their own Depart- 
Crass II. ments either by the First Lord of the 

Motion made, and Question proposed, | Admiralty or the Secretary for War, in 
‘That a sum, not exceeding £58,595, be | the first place the Committee would be 
granted to His Majesty, to complete the | hopelessly over-burdened, and in the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge|second place, the efficiency of the 








—_—_—-— 


Mr. Hatsey reported from the Com- 


SUPPLY [61x AtLorrep Day}. 


Considered in Committee. 
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Departments which it is supposed to 
supervise would be destroyed and the 
responsibility of the Ministers at the 
head of them would be absolutely shat- 


‘COMMONS} 


tered. Our functions are not, indeed, | 


less important, but they are of a wholly 
different character from those which a 
particular class of critics suppose. It 
is not for us to advise, much less to 
determine, what type of battleship, or 
armoured cruiser, or field gun shall be 
adopted, or what military organisation 
or naval distribution shall be accepted 
by the Government, by the House, and 
by the country. But, although thes» 
are not within the purview of our 
functions, I think that the longer our 
labours have gone on the more convinced, 
I believe, is every member of the Com- 
mittee, every Minister who sits on that 
Committee, of the necessity of the work 
which the Committee carries out. I say 
that in no spirit of criticism of our 
predecessors, because we, for the most 
part, are ourselves first in this move- 
ment, But my sense of astonishment 
is a growing sense that we should ever 
have got on without some kind of 
Organisation svch as we have now, 


Of course, from time to time the sort of 
questions with which this Committee 
has to deal have been confided to 
successive Committees appointed ad hoc, 
consisting of eminent sailors and soldiers, 
and no doubt in many cases with a 
strong civilian element. These Com- 
mittees—and this is the main point to 
be remembered—kept no continuous 
record. They dealt with a single and 
isolated subject apart from other ques- 
tions; and although their labours re- 
mained for all time in the Report which 
they gave to the Government or to the 
House, a series of Committees appointed 
ad hoc is a different thing from one 
having a continuous existence, and 
leaving behind records of its decisions, 
or it may be indecisions, for the instruc- 
tion and use of those who from time to 
time are called to the service of the 
Crown as responsible Ministers. That 
want is filled by this Defence Committee 
as it never could be filled by a temporary 
Committee ; and I venture to go further 
and to repeat what I have said before— 
namely, that as time goes on I am con- 
vinced that the various Colonics of the 

Mr. A, Je Balfour, 
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Empire will bring before this Committee 
matters in which they feel special interest, 
and will send to this Committee their 
representatives to act in respect of these 
matters on perfect equality with the 
members of the Committee who sit week 
after week in Whitehall. I do not ven- 
ture to prophesy of what colonial develop- 
ments this Committee may prove itself 
capable; but we have sown a seed which 
may bear great fruit, and we have 
already been enabled to lay foundations 
on which a noble building may be erected, 
Of that there is no question at all. 


But the real and main function of this 
Committee comes in, in the first place, 
where two Departments of the home 
Government are concerned—like the War 
Office and the Admiralty, or the Foreign 
Office and the War Office and the Admir- 
alty as often happens; and secondly, 
where the home Government and a 
Colonial ! Government have a common 
purpose to serve in connection with 
defence; and thirdly, to bring into co- 
ordination the Indian Government and 
the British Government for the purpose 
of common Indian defence. There is 
nobody who is at all acquainted with the 
history of the Anglo-Indian problem of 
Tndian defence but has had it most 
forcibly brought to their minds how great 
has been the lack in past times of some 
body of this kind, and how exceedingly 
difficult it is even for this Committee to 
work with perfect smoothness and rapidity 
through the complex problems which the 
Governm of India and of this country 
have to face in common and have to deal 
with on some common and accpeted plan. 
I need not say that the number of topics 
that come under one or other of these 
heads is very great. Some of the topics 
themselves are comparatively small. For 
instance, there is the question of how the 
ports, commercial and other, of this 
country may be best defended. That isa 
question not for the Army alone or for 
the Navy alone, but a matter of common 
duty between the two; and there may be 
differences of opinion between them. It is 
only the Committee of Defence who can 
settle this question; and I may remark 
that the actual result of long and anxious 
deliberations which we have had on this 
subject is to reverse the hitherto accepted 
policy as to the advantage of defending 
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our ports by the use of submarine mines. 
The Admiralty are of opinion, and the 
Committee of Defence agree in thinking, | 
that the submarine mine is, at all events 
as jar as this country is concerned, a very | 
inexpedient method of attempting to | 
secure the safety of these ports. It is a | 
method more likely to produce an injury | 
to the defenders of the ports or to the 
commercial interests concerned than to 
the enemy; and other methods should 
be substituted for this method which, in 
our opinion, is not only antiquated but 
dangerous. Some hon. Members may | 
not have given attention to this subject, | 
and therefore I remind them that in 
speaking of submarine mines J am not 
referring in the most distant way to 
the blockade mines, as they are called, | 
which are playing so important a 
part in the Far Kastern War now 
going on. In regard to the use of the | 
blockade mines, we are not going to allow 
ourselves to fall behind what we under- 
stand other nations are doing; but I 
cannot forbear expressing my opinion 
that the use of blockade mines is a 
subject that must and ought to come 
under the consideration of some inter- | 
tional tribunal, that the damage and the 
danger to neutrals which must result from 
sowing broadcast in the waterways of the 
world these undirected engines of destruc- 
tion is so great that I do not think 
civilised mankind can in the future allow 
them to be used in a haphazard fashion. | 








I propose, to-day, to confine my obser- 
vations to the broader issues of national | 
defence. [ shall venture to divide | 
nationa! defence into the three branches | 
—home defence, colonial defence, and 
Indian defence; and the House will | 
recognise that when | mention these three 
creat divisions, [cannot from the very 
nature of the case attempt to go ito 
anything like every detail that each may 
suggest ; aud that I can only indicate in 
somewhat broad outlines the conclusions 
at which the Committee of Delence have | 
arrived. 


The first of these great divisions is, 
home defence, and it is certainly the | 
most important. If home defence be ill- | 
secured, the British Empire, though it | 
may be a magnificent structure, a mag- | 
nificent monument, rests on feet ofclay. 
We are perfectly useless for purposes of 
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| great fabric of our Empire. 
| to us that this long-standing quarrel was 


/opinion goes far beyond the 
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defence in far-off seas if the very centre 
and heirt of the Empire is really open to 
serious invasion. But though everybody 
recognises that this is the central problem 
of Imperial and national defence, we go 
on year after vear with something in the 
nature of a profitless wrangle between 
the advocates of different schools to 
which the puzzled civilian attaches him- 


self either on one side or the other, and 


which leaves in the general mind of the 
country an uneasy sense that, in spite of 
the millions we are spending on the Navy 
and the Army, the country is not after 
all secure against some sudden and 
unexpected attack levelled at us by 


neighbours with whom certainly we do 
| not wish to quarrel, but who for some 


reason or other may desire to shatter the 
It -eemed 


the first matter with which we had to 
deal. And remember, this division of 
living 
It goes right back 
You will find the 


memories amony us. 
to Elizabethan times. 


| Same two opposed schools urging the 


same arguments far back in the time of 
Drake. You will find that great soldiers 


|in the sixteenth century believed the 


invasion of England possible—greit 
Continental as well as great British 
soldiers; and you will find that British 
sailors did not believe it possible. Li 
you go down the stream of time, you 
come to an exactly similar state of 
things durig the Napoleonic Wars. 
There is no doubt that Napo'eon con- 
ceived that invasion of these islands was 
possible. No man studying the facts 
ean accept the hypothesis put forward 
by some historians that the’ materials, 


'the men, and the ships which Napoleon 


assembled at Boulogne early in the last 


| century were merely a feint to distract 
/some other 


Power. It is certain that 
Napoleon believed invasion to be pos- 
sible; and it is equally certain that 
Nelson believed it to be impossible. 


| You come to a generation later, and you 


tind the Duke of Wellington, in the 
forties, ina very famous communication 
which was made public at the t me, 
expressing the most serious alarm, in 
terms almost pathetic in their intensity, 
as to the safety of these islands from 
invasion from across the Channel. 
Sailers, I believe, have been unwavering 


C 
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in their opinion. I am not aware of 
any considerable naval authority who 
has ever held that serious overseas 
invasion is a thing of which we need 
be greatly afraid. But that was the 
state of things which we found un- 
altered when we took up the subject ; and 
itappeared to us, I do not say that agree- 
ment could be come’ to, but that something 
nearer agreement might be come to than 
ever had been come to before, if we could 
lay down a specific and conerete problem 
for discussion by our expert advisers— 
a problem which, if extreme in its 
character, should be extreme against 
this country, and should assume things 
far worse than they are ever likely to 
be; but a problem which should not 
belong either to the hypothesis advoce ted 
by the extreme military or the extreme 
: aval school. 


I will endeavour to explain what 
the hypothesis was which we devised 
in order to attempt to bring this 
matter, I will not say to a conclusion 
which would satisfy everybody, but which 
would at any rate satisfy every practical 
man who chose to devote his mind to 
the subject. We thought that we were 
going far enough in devising a hypotheti- 
cal state of things adverse to this country 
if we assumed that our Army was abroad 
upon some oversea expedition and that 
our organ's-d fleets were absent from 
home waters. I do not see that we 
could be asked to go much further than 
that. Then the question arises: What 
exactly do vou mean by the Army 
being occupied in some oversea expedi- 
tion, and what do you mean exactly 
when you say that your organised 
fleets are absent from home waters ? 
How do you translate these two state- 
ments into concrete figures ? 


We thought that we could not be going 
far wrong as regards the Army if we as- 
sumed our military position to be what it 
was during the few days—for it was not 
niore—at the very worst moment, fromthis 
point of view, of the South African War. 
As the House is aware, that war threw a | 
strain upon our military resources quite 
unexpected in its magnitude, and the 
end of February or the beginning of 
March, 1900, was the lowest point reached 
during the whole of the war from the 
point of view of military defences at 


Mr, A. J. Balfour. 
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home; and as we were at the moment 
straining every nerve in meeting the 
unexpected crisis 7,000 miles away, it 
did not seem to us that that was other- 
wise than a reasonable hypothesis to take 
as showing the lowest depth which we 
were ever likely to reach in the matter 
of home defence. The actual state of 
the home Army at the beginning of that 
week — because the position improved 
afterwards—was as follows: We had 
17,000 infantry and cavalry, and twenty- 
six batteries of artillery; and that was 
the Regular Force that we had at home 
in organised units. We had 141,000 
Volunteers who would, under the existing 
organisation, be used for garrisons; there 
were 85,000 Volunteers remaining; 
there were regiments of Militia, and there 
were soldiers under age, soldiers ill, and 
soldiers insufficiently trained, who were 
not in any organised units at all. As 
regards the Volunteers, their num ber was 
large, but from the point of view of a 
field army they were not organised, and 
there was not in the country at that 
moment any machinery for organising 
them. There was no headquarters staff 
and no sufficient arrangen.ents for in- 
stantaneously using them as a field army. 
Though no doubt. with sufficient notice. 
that organisation could be improvised 
mere or less, it did not exist at the pre- 
cise psvchological moment to which I 
ask the House to direct its atzention. 
That is what we mean by saying that 
our Army is absent on an oversea expedi- 
tion. 


But what do we mean saying 
that the Fleet was away--had wandered 
off somewhere into space—and what 
degree of maritime helplessness did that 
leave us in? IT ought, perhaps, before 
answering my own question, to say that 
this idea of our organised fleets being lost 
in obscurity, in some unknown ocean, is2 
very extreme one to take, and it is no‘ 
one which I can bring myself to pretend 
to the House comes very much within the 
regon of reasoned probability. But !e 


DY 


i€ 
us take it that the Mediterranean Fleet, 
and the Atlantic Fleet, and the Home 
‘leet, were, like the China Fleet, far away 
Fleet, were, like the Cl Fleet, \ 
from these shcres, incapable of taking any 

Do 
part in repelling invasion of our shores. 
It mzy be worth reminding the House 
that even if the Home Fleet of twelve 
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battleships and the Atlantic Fleet of 
eight battleships were away, we should, 
under the new Admiralty system, have 
ready for sea in a comparatively few 
hours—lI believe that six hours would be 
sufficient—six battleships, and six first- 
class cruisers in reserve, with nucleus 
crews ready to put to sea at very shoit 
notice—as soon as the fires are lighted, in 
fact—and capable, when they put to sea, 
of taking part in an action, because, as 
the House knows, they will be manned 
by crews thoroughly acquainted with 
‘hem, who do not come as strangers, and 
who have gone through all those peace 
:volutions which are the necessary 
prelude to war. We should have at 
home besides, irrespective of the 
organised fleets of which I speak, the 
twelve cruisers which cruise in home 
there would be twenty-four 
lestroyers in commission; and there 
would be in reserve with nucleus crews, 
ready for very rapid action, no less than 
ninety-five more torpedo craft, some of 
them destrovers, some of them torpedo- 
proper. That would be the 
position if our organised fleets were 
away. But I am readv to take the 
hypothesis even at a lower level than I 
have put it; because, when this subject 
was first examined by the Defence 
Committee, the new Admiralty plan was 
not in operation, and the reserve 
squadron ships, though they existed, 
could not be counted on at that time for 
rapid action and mobilisation—rapid 
action and mobilisation being action and 
mobilisation measured notin days but in 
hours. Ihave omitted from thatenumera- 
tion submarine boats, on which, no doubt, 
expert opinion may differ, but which, ! 
believe, are destined to ke of great 
importance, if not in naval warfare 
generally, yet in that part of naval and 
military warfare which consists in an 
attempt to land scldiers in crowded seas 
upon a hostile coast. 


waters $ 


boats 


I have now described the actual 
condition of Great Britain and Ireland 
at what seems to me its moment 
of greatest possible weakness, a moment 
of weakness which we did reach for 
a few days as regards the Army 
during the’ South African War,  bui 
which we have never reached, or nearly 
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Navy. At all events, the problem, it 
will be noticed, is a precise problem. 
The question that we could put to 
our military advisers was a_ precise 
question, and it was this: Given that 
Great Britain was xeduced to the 
nosition which I have described, what 
is the smallest number of men with 
which, as a forlorn hope, if you please, 
some foreign country would endeavour 
to invade our shores? Observe I say, 
* What is the smallest number of men ?” 
That may seem a paradoxical way of 
putting the question, but it is really the 
true way. We are apt in comparing the 
defensive power or offensive power of 
Great Britain and her great military 
neighbours to compare the number of 
our soldiers with the number of theirs, 
und to say, “If they can get across the 
sea, how could we hope to resist the 
masters of these innumerable legions ?” 
But, Sir, that is not the problem, The 
problem is how to get across the sea and 
land on this side; and inasmuch as that 
difficulty, which thinkers of all schools 
must admit—the extreme military school 
will admit it as well as the extreme blue- 
water school—inasmuch as that difficulty 
of getting men over increases in an 
automatic ratio with every new transpor: 
vou require and every augmentation you 
make to the landing force, it becomes 
evident that the problem which a foreign 
general has to consider is not, ‘ How 
many men would I like to have in 
England in order to conquer it?” but 
“With how few men can I attempt the 
conquest ?”’? Very well, I have made 
that clear to the House. The answer 
which was given by Lord Roberts, and 
accepted by all the other military critics 
who it was our duty to consult, was that 
he dd not think it would be possible to 
make the attempt with less than 70,000 
men ; those mei to be lightly equipped 
as regards artillery and as regards cavairy, 
because, of course, horses and guns are 
the things which most embarrass the 
officers responsible for transport, eni- 
barkation and disembarkation. Now, I 
make no pronouncement upon that figure 
of 70,000 men. Iam not in a position to 
do so; but Lord Roberts was distinctly 
of opinion that even with 70,000 men to 
attempt to take London—which is, after 
all, what would have to be done if there 


reached, I am glad to say, as regards the | was to be any serious imprission or 
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crushing effect produced—he was of 
opinion that that was in the nature of a 
forlorn hope. The Committee, therefore, 
will see that we have got one stage 
further in the argument; and the 
problem now is, is it possible, with the 
Fleet and with the military defences in 
the state I have described, is it possible 
to land 70,000 men on these shores ? 


Sir, may I be permitted to interrupt the 
argument in its most direct shape—but 
not to interrupt it with anything which 
is irrelevant—to point out here that in 
this way of stating the problem we 
avoid all the controversies raised by 
what are called the blue-water school, 
because we assume that there are 
home defences, and it is necessary 
that we should assume that there 
are home land deferces. If this 
country can be conceived as being as 
helpless as, let us say, some island in the 
South Seas, where the inhabitants know 
not even the humblest arts of war, why, 
I suppose 5,000 men, if they could get on 
shore, if they ceuld squeeze a way 
through the Navy, could march from end 
to end of the island, as white men have 
marched from end to end of Australia, 
unresisted by the blacks. Sut, of course, 
that isa state of things which does not 
exist, and cannot exist. Some people 
put a dilemma. Either the Navy can 
absolutely stop an invasion—if so, why 
do you ask anybody to learn the use of 
the rifie; or else the Navy cannot stop 
an invasion, and then you must have a 
force at home competent to deal with a 
foreign force. But those dilemmas are 
very misleading. Andnot only that, but 
they lead in this case to a completely 
false impression. The difficulty of inva- 
sion depends upon the men that have to 
be landed, the number of men that have 
to be landed depends chiefly on the 
difficulties they will find when they come 
to be landed, and therefore some home 
force is an essential part of the argu- 


ment I am advancing, and, however 
little I may personally believe in the 


possibility of evading the British Fleet, I 
do not ask them to accept any conclu- 
sions on that point at all; I do not ask 
them to accept the doctrine of the blue- 
water school in any shape whatever ; 
but I ask them to take the problem as I 
have given it, namely, an insignificant 
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body of Regular troops here, and an un- 
organised body of persons with some 
knowledge of arms, while we suppose 
that the enemy will require at least 
70,000 men in order to reach London. 


Ifthe House agree with the Committee 
they will assent to the view that we 
have stated the problem in a very con- 
crete and very moderate shape, and yet 
a shape which, if answered satisfactorily 
from our point of view, will relieve 
everybody’s mind. Having got so far 
let me observe that since the days to 
which I have alluded earlier, the old 
days of Nelson and Wellington, there 
have been great scientific changes which 
all, I think, make in favour of defence, 
and I particularly notice two of them. 
(ne is the use of steam ard the other is 
the use of wireless telegraphy. When 
Napoleon was Collecting his legions near 
Boulogne the British Fleet was, of course, 
watching him, but it was no doubt pos- 
sible for the panic-monger of those days, 
if panic-monger t here was, to say, “If the 
Fleet can reach the scene of action in 
time no doubt they will absolutely pre- 
vent any landing on these shores, but 
suppose a dead calm or head wind pre- 
vented the Fleet from coming up, how do 
you know Napoleon could not land 
sufficient number of men to make resist- 
ance impossible?”? I will not argue 
whether that could happen in those days 
or not, but it certainly cannot happen 
now. Steam makes for concentration, 
and concentration can be effected with 
infinite facility now by means of wireles: 
telegraphy. It is not necessary now that 
our ships should bein port or near a land 
telegraph station, or should be kept in 
close touch with the shore; it is sufficient 
if the cruisers which I have described :s 
always remaining in home waters sheuld 
always keep within the range of wireless 
telegraphy in order to concentrate at any 
moment at the point of danger. But 
that is not the only change. There are 
two other changes introduced by th: 
torpedo and the submarine which must 
qualify the extreme doctrine of the com 
mand of the sea which used to be held, 
and perhaps is sometimes still held, by 
the so-called blue-water school. The 
command of the sea at one time really 
meant the command of the sea, of the 


whole of the ocean right up to the shore, 
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and superiority in battleships gave that 
command. But it does not give it now 
in the same full sense; and 1 do not 
believe that any British admiral, even | 
though our Fleets rode unchallenged in 
every part of the world, would view with 
serenity the task of convoying and guard- 
ing during hours of disembarkation a 
huge fleet of transports on a coast in- 
fested by submatines and torpedo bots, 
\nd let it be remembered, no strength in 
battleships has the slightest effect in 
diminishing the number of hostile torpedo 
craft and submarines. A battleship can 
drive another battleship from the sea, but 
it cannot drive a fast cruiser because a 
fist cruiser can always evadeit. A strong 
nd fast eruiser can drive a weak and 
slow cruiser from the sea; but neither 
cruisers nor battleships can drive from 
the sea, or from the coast, I ought to say, 
either submarines or torpedo destroyers 
which have a safe shelter in neighbouring 
harbours and can infest the coa-t aito- 
gether out of reach of the battleship, 
which is very likely to be much more 
afraid of them than they have reason to 
be of her. Those are great changes, and 
they are changes which nearly touch the 
particular problem on which I am asking 
the Committee to concentrate its atten- 
tion—the problem whether it is possible, 
under the conditions named, to land 
7,000 troops on the island. 


To proceed now to the pree'se difficulties 
which an invader will have io deal with. 
He has first got to get transport for 70,000 
men. Tamobliged to suppo-e from what 
follows, whether I like it or not, that 
our enemy in this case is France, 
because, as the problem is one of invasion, 

am bound io take as the potential 
invader the great nation which is nearest to 
us and from which invasion would be most 
easy. Ineed not tell the House that the 
last thing in the world I regard as | 
possible is an invasion by France, but 
everybody will agree that in taking a| 
conerete instance I am obliged, whether | 
! like it or not, to take that country, 
friendly though it be. How is France | 
going to get the transport for 70,000 
men? If it is a matter of long and 
open preparation, then it is clear that 
Wwe cannot suppose that our fleets have 
gone on this wild-goose chase. We 
must suppose, therefore, that it is a| 

i 
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fairly rapid proceeding. On a puartti- 
cular day in last year it appears there 
were in French ports on the Channel 
and on the Atlantic, steamers of 
about 100,000 tons under the fiag of 
the French. I do not quite see how, 
if the matter is to be a matter of 
surprise, the French Government cou'd 
count on more than the ships they 
xetually had in port at the time. But 
10),000 tons is absolutely insufficient 
to carry 70,000 men. The calculation 
that the Admiralty favour is that for 
such a force vou would require 
250,00) tons. JF am informed, however, 
that some experiments made by French 
two ago indicate 
that perhaps that ‘estimate may be 
too high, and that it would be possible 
to carry out the Operations with 210,000 
tons. I do not know whether the 
right hon. Baronet the Member for the 
Forest of Dean differs from that ca!- 
culation. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I only say the 
Turks send all their reinforcements on 
a very different scale. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If the right 


hon. Baronet takes that view—— 


*Strr CHARLES DILKE: I am not 
offering it as an argument; I[ do 1ot 
differ from the argument. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am dealing 
with the information supplied to me by 
those whom I have cross-examined and 
who, I think, are well qualified to judge, 
and they think 210,000 tons is a low 


estimate of the amount of tonnage 
required. Whether that be right or 


whether that be wrong, it is plain that 
the steam tonnage in the Atlantic and 
Channel ports of Frauce at any giver 
moment is wholly insufficient to carry 
that number of men. I do not believe 
it would carry more than half. It is no 
small matter to collect those transports, 


'even if they had them in some harbour. 
|The nearest harbour available is Cher- 


bourg, which is a very bad harbour in 
which to make such arrangements, 
because it is entirely exposed to view, 
and operations could not be carried on in 
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secrecy. Brest would offer very much 
better facilities Does the right hon. 
Gentleman agree with ine ¢ 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: Hear, hear! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Then Brest is 
quite as far from any place where a 
landing is likely to be attempted, and 
every mile vou add to the distance 
exposes this huge fleet of transports—if 
you have them—to the attacks of torpedo- 


boats, and that irrespective of the 
strength of the convoy. It would be 
quite impossible to carry out the 


operation of transporting 70,000 men 
from Brest, or even from Cherbourg, in 
davlight. Some hours of darkness there 
must be, in which protection would be 
almost or quite impossible against the 
species of attack to which they would 
then be exposed. Assume them to have 
reached our coast. I ought, perhaps, to 
say that by the time they reached our 
coasts the alarm would long since have 
been given to every ship between the 
Faroe Is!ands and Gibraltar, and every 
ship available, every cruiser, torpedo- 
boat, destrover, every craft that could 
be made available for resisting invasion, 
would be concentrated at the point of 
danger; and when this huge convoy 
reached the point of danger, what is it to 
do? Disembarking 70.000 men on a 
coast like the coast between Portsmouth 
and Dover is not a very easy operation, 
and, above all, it is not a quick operation. 
I do not believe anybody will estimate 
the time it would take at less than 


forty-eight hours. My advisers say 
that is a most sanguine estimate. 


Forty-eight hours involves two nights. 


Then calm weather is required. The 
operation cannot be carried out or 
attempted except in calm weather. 


That is exactly the time at which, if 
torpedo-boats or submarines get their 
chance, they have that chance in the 
greatest perfection. How does anybody 
imagine that this fleet of inexpert 
transports, which could not be provided 
with nets, because nets cannot be 
improvised, as the ships have to be 
structurally devised so as to bear 
them—how is it possible that this helpless 
mass of transports could escape the 
attacks of these torpedo-boats and 
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submarines, putting out of account 
everything that cruisers, battleships, or 
any other naval weapon at our dispose! 
could accomplish! The thing is im- 
possible. Conceive the position of the 
invading soldiers—the pick, no doubt, of 
the invader’s Army. It is not as if they 
were fighting for glory on a stricken 
field. Packed in these transports, , 
commanded not by men of the French 
Navy, but by ordinary merchant 
captains, not knowing when, or where, 
or how the attack would take effect. 
knowing only that if it did take 
effect it would mean the — sudden 
hurling into infinity of a whole helpless 
regiment of soldiers — does anybody 
think that is an enterprise which would 
be undertaken by any sane person! | 
do not know whether we have the right 
to measure the courage of our opponents 
by our own, or their readiness to tak: 
responsibility by that of our own naval 
officers, but I am certain there is no 
admiralin the British Fleet, and ther: 
never has been an admiral in the Britisli 
Fleet who would undertake a task such as | 
have supposed. If a French admiral 
were to have committed to him the ex 
pedition which I have endeavoured ¢» 
draw in imagination, he could not pro- 
tect the transports, he could not evin 
protect his own ships, if they were 
obliged to lie there in positions perfectly 
well ascertained, absolutely known, wit 
in a few miles of torpedo stations of ov: 
own, two days and two nights. Why. 
it is not the transports alone that woul: 
suffer loss and destruction in that time. 
If the protecting fleet itself did not 
suffer some great calamity while they 
were lying helpless off this shore, nava 
authorities have very greatly over-rate | 
the efficiency both of torpedo craft and 
the submarine. 


The Committee will, perhaps, think ! 
have gone into sufficient detail, I havo 
missed out some details, but I think 
have said enough to show that we have 
really endeavoured to put to ourselves th 
problem ina very concrete form. We have 
not gone into generalities about the com- 
mand of the sea or the superiority of our 
Fleet, or this difficulty or that difficulty ; 
we have endeavoured to picture to our- 
selves a clear issue which is very un- 
favourable to this country, and have 








77. Civil Services and Revenue 
shown at least to our satisfaction that on 
that hypothesis, unfavourable as it is, 
serious invasion of these islands is not an 
eventuality which we need seriously con- 
sider. Iam not sure that I have made 
the matter as clear as it can be made, 
but I think, at all events, I have to-day 
put forward, in adequate outline, what | 
have endeavoured to embody in the 
Memoranda which will be available to 
any gentleman who follows in office. 


| have now finished the first branch of 
the task which I set myself. I will be 
very quick over the second. The second 
dealt with our Colonies and what is 
called the problem of concentration. It 
seemed to us. with the changes in naval 
warfare, with the changes in the seat of 
sea power of other nations, a redistribu- 
tion of both our Fleet and our Army 
was desirable; and we have gone upon 
the broad line that, as the British Fleer 
and the British Army should be 
available for the defence of the British 
Kmpire in all parts of the world, our 
force should be as far as possible con- 
centrated at the centre of the Empire, 
from which it could be distributed as 
each necessity arose to that part of the 
Empire which stood most in need of it. 

have to acknowledge that this has 
rendered unnecessary expenditure which 
undertaken under a different 
view of oue military needs. I mention 
that because it is a subject which has 
occupied the attention of the Member 
for the Forest of Dean. The most notable 
case the of St. Lucia. The 
general problem was considered by a 
Commission, of which Lord Carnarvon 
was the head, and it was in deference to 
Lord Carnarvon’s recommendation that 
St. Lucia was made a great naval base. 
One of the reasons for making it a great 
naval base was that it was not further 
than eightv miles from the French naval 
stations in those What was a 
reason for having such a base at St. 
Lucia in Lord Carnavon’s time is a Teason 
for not having it there at the present 
time.. We have to take into account 
the theory of torpedo-boats. It is a dis- 
tinct disadvantage for any harbour re- 
quired as a place of repair, refitting, and 
refreshment that it shculd be within easy 
reach of a hostile or potentially hostile 
Power. There is more in the abandon- 


as 


has been 


is 


case 


seas. 
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ment of St. Lucia than that. The De- 
fence Committee, who have considered 
the matter with the advice of the 
Admira'ty and War Office, do not 
think St. Lucia is likely to be the 
scene of any great naval operations. 
It is not a place which we think could 
be with advantage used, or is likely 
to be required to be used for our pur- 
poses; and with the modern battleship 
there are strong reasons for thinking 
that, in so far as we required any place 
of coaling and refitment in those seas, 
both Jamaica and Trinidad would be 
better. The harbour of St. Lucia, though 
sheltered, is not very convenient, and 
does not hold a large fleet. These are 
the reasons why St Lucia ceases to 
be regarded as a great naval station. 
This is all in obedience to a trend of 
opinion which Lord Carnarvon’s Com- 
mission were strongly in favour of— 
namely, that we should cease to scatter 
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our forces in small isolated bodies 
throughout the world, and that we 


should concentrate them in important 
tactical units, have them under our 
hand, and be able to use them in places 
Where they would be most likely to 
control the hostile forees of any enemy 
we are likely to have to deal with. 


I pass from that, which is compara- 
tively a small matter, and address myself 
to the question of India. The invasion 
of India has been the dream of many 
military dreamers in the past, and the 
bugbear of successive Governments in 
this country. Napoleon certainly thought 
it could be accomplished, and I believe 
he thought it could be accomplished 
even alter his abortive expedition to 
Kgypt. The Emperor Paul had a plan 
for accomplishing it; and there is no 
doubt the development of Russia towards 
India has caused great alarm from time to 
time in this country ; and we have endea- 
voured, quite in vain, by diplomatic ar- 
rangement to prevent that expansion, 
which I will neither justify nor criticise, 
but which we have to take as an accom- 
plished fact, and accept, whether we like 
it ordo not. I think the anxieties of our 
predecessors were in one sense most un- 
reasonable, and in another sense had rea! 
foundation in truth and fact. They were 
unreasonable because the idea of invading 
India from the Caspian, or any place close 
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to it, in the absence of railways and means | 
of transport for any large force is, I 
believe, totally illusory ; and therefore, 
much of these previous terrors were, 
I think, ill-founded. 


But it is true, and unfortunately it 
remains true, that the steady progress 
of Russia towards the borders of 
Afghanistan, and still more the con- 
struction of railways abutting or closely 
adjoining the Afghan frontier, which 
we can only regard as strategic railways, 
place the whole military situation 
in the East on a totally different footing, 
and we have in all seriousness to consider 
what can and cannot be done by our 
great military neighbour in the Middle 
Kast. Here, again, I may say, although 
the invasion of India is a topic much 
debated among Russian officers, it is not, 
I believe, anv part of the scheme of the 
Russian Government. AsTI said in the 
case of France, this is a matter which we 
have indeed to consider, and which is of 
pressing importance, and may become of 
still greater importance; but T am 
talking now of the general problem. 1 
am not intending to lead the House to 
suppose that I shall come down to them 
next week, or next month, and say a war 
with Russia on the North-Eastern Frontier 
is either possible or probable. The real 
new features in the case are these two 
lines of railway which I have mentioned ; 
but I think possibly an exaggerated im- 
portance might be attached to them, 
important as they are, by those who read 
too hastily the lessons of the war now 
going on in Manchuria. In Manchuria 
there is but a single line of railway, and 
it might seem as lf on that the Russians 
have been enabied to feed and supply at 
the front an enormous body of men. I 
do not know that we have authentic infor- 
motion as to the exact numbers, but they | 
certainly are very large; and it might be 
supposed that, with two lines of railway, 
something like double that effort could be 
made on the frontier of Afghanistan. I 
need not tell the House that is not the 
case. The Manchurian Railway is a rail- 
way which goes through, and has always 
gone through, to the front of the Russian 
They 
have always been able to bring up on 
that railway men to the extreme position 
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position wherever that may be. 
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they wish to occupy. In Afghanistan the 
railways have yet to be made. 


One of the most important consider- 
ations in connection with the problem 
forced upon our attention is that these 
railways, if they ever have to be made, 
must not be made in time of peace. 
The House is well aware that the 
invasion of India can oniy take place, 
speaking very broadly, through the two 
lines of Kabulon the North, and Kanda- 
har on the South. There are, of course, 
other Jines which have to be considered. 
Small bodics might penetrate north of 
Kabul through the almost impenetrable 
mountains which lie at that end of the 
Hindu Kush, and it is conceivable that 
another force might even come through 
Baluchistan ; but I do not mean to com- 
plicate the problem unnecessarily, and 
pethaps the House will permit me to 
assume, for the sake of the exp sition of 
the general situation, what I think 
nobody wiil deny, that the two main lines 
of advance must be through either Kan- 
dahar or Kabul, or both. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
Threugh Kandahar. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: My hon. 
friend’s opinion is a very natural one, 
but I am not absolutely sure it is correct, 
and I will tell! the House why. It is much 
easier to make a railway, no doubt, from 
the Kush Post, which is the nearest place 
on the Russian line of railway, through 
Herat to Kandahar than to make it upon 
the northern line, where the railway will 
meet almost insuperable difficulties. But 
supposing a British force repulsed at 
Kandahar, and defeated at Quetta, and an 
advance successfully made along that 
route which my hon. friend thinks the 
best, I must remind him that. after 
having surmounted these great military 
diffi-ulties, the invading army would find 
itself ina most unfortunat? position for 
a further attack upon India. It wou'd 
finditself upon the right bank of the Indus, 
in a desert country—in a very sparsely- 
populated country—with Karachi at the 
South always open to us, with the power 
of bringing troops down from the North 
and from the more thickly-populated 
parts of India. It could not advance 
due east because it would meet with the 
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great Sind desert ; 
sure any invader in the future would not 
follow the example of his predecessors in 
the past, and prefer leaving the immense 
difficulties of the Kabul route for the 
apparently easier ground which would be 
craversed by an army approaching from 
Kandahar and Quetta. At all events, it 
must be one of the two; and itis to be 
remembered, with regard to the northern 
rou'e, if we are to assume, as I think we 
ist, that no invasion in force is possible 
without the assistance of railway trans- 
port. that making a railway through the 
plain of Ai hanistan up to Kab: al is a 
most tremendous operation, and that 
there are no less than 200 miles of 
mountain where rock-cutting and other 
immensely difficult ani laborious pro- 
ces-es would have to be undertaken by 
the invading army. I may ols>rve that 
th: Afghans are not likely to welcome 
these railway makers in their fastnesses. 
! quite that the Ameer would 
probably find it quite impossible to resist 
n detail the attacks of the disciplined 
, but they would become 
very formidable opponents indeed when 
the approach was made to their mountain 
fastnesses and when they obtained. as 
thes certainly would obtain, the assist- 

nee of the British in preserving their 
in lependence. 


agree 


ees of Russia; 


IT have assumed, perhaps without 
sufliciens argument, that railways are a 
necessity In dealing with India on a large « 
scale; but I will mention one concrete 
fact which I think proves it conclusively. 
Lord Roberts informed the Defence Com- 


mittee that durimg the eight or nine 
months in which he occupied Kabul 


in 1879-80 he had the utmost difficu'ty in 
feeding 12.600 British troops. Whereas 
Manchuria is a country rich in foodstuffs, 
and, above all, rich in transport, 
Aighanistan is poor both in foodstuffs 
and transport. It is, therefore, quite 
inconceivable that any larg: bodies of 
men should come into collision at any 
early stage of a war between the two 
couitries. In faet, the problem I am 
now discussing of Indian defence is pre- 
cisely the converse of the problem of 
british defence. An attack on these 
islands, impossible as I think it, is only 


conceivable if it is something in the 
mature of a surprise and rush. No 


May 


and I am not at all | 
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surprise and no rush is possible in the 
case of India. The problem of Indian 
defence is difficult enough, but India 
cannot be taken by assault; and that is 
the cardinal fact which the House [ do 
not suppose is disposed to forget, but 
certainly ought not to be allowed to 
forget. We may assume, therefore, I 
think justly, that the problem of war 
with Russia on our North-West Frontier 
is a problem of transport and supply 
more than of anything else. 
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It follows from that as an inevitable 
consequence that in trying to estimate at 
what period of a war between the two 
countries there could be a collision 
of magnitude between their main 
forces the main point to consider is 
the rapidity of railway construction. 
Now, I do not pretend that this question 
of railway construction has been much 
debated by Lord Kitchener. the indian 
Government, and ourselves, { mein the 
rapidity of construction that m igh it be ex- 
pected in view of the difficulties that lie 
in the way of the railway makers on beth 
sides of the frontier, and therefore | have 
no conclusion to offer to the House on 
this question. [ am sorry that is so, 
because, after all, it finally rests upon 
that—not, perhaps, the number of men 
which would be required, but the rapidity 
with which they would be required. The 
speed with which they would be turned 
out does depend upon that, and on that I 
cannot offer on behalf of the Imperial! 
Defence Committee any settled definite 
conclusion. Jt is an unfortunate thing 
that we have in the case of India neces- 
sirily to diseuss these difficult questions 
by correspondence, which carries with it 
delay on beth sides. I cannot help feel- 
ing that if we had Lord Kitchener on this 
side of the water fora fortnight we could 
do more to settle all outstanding problems, 
as far as they can be settled in this way, 


than we can do in a_ corresponding 
number of months when we have to carry 


on our communications by letter. But, 
though I should not be justified 1 giving 
the exact tim? in which, in the opinion 
of the Imperial Defence Committee, the 
reinforcements would be required in [ndia, 
Lord Kitchener’s view is that in addition 
to drafts there should be available in the 
relatively early stages of the war. which 
if it is to be conclusive must be certainly 
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a very long one, eight divisions of infan- 
try and other corresponding arms. I 
have not the least doabt that Lord 
Kitchener's demands are not too great. 
But what I am not sure of is the exact 
time in which they would be required. 
Taat is the doubtful po:nt. But even in 
the extremist view it is quite impossible 
for me to believe that more than that 
could be required in the first vear of the 
war. I think the House may take it as 
a most safe estimate that not more than 
that weuld be required during the first 
year of hostilities with Russia. That, 
broadly speaking, is the exact condition 
of the question as it now stands between 
us and the Indian Government so ‘ar as 
the reinforcements from this country are 
coneerned, 

The only moral I would draw out- 
side the strietly military moral I have 
just pointed is that, if we are to sleep 
in peace over the Indian problem, it can 
only be en condition that we maintain un- 
diminished the existing difficulties which a 
hostile foree would have to meet. As 
transport is the great difficulty of an 
invading army, we must not allow any- 
thing to be done which would facilitate 
transport. It ought, in my opinion, to 
be considered as an ect of direct aggres- 
sion upon this country that any attempt 
should be made to build a railway in 
connection with the Russian strategic 
railways within the territory of Afghan- 
istan. I have not the smallest ground 
for believing that the Russian Govern- 
ment intend now, or, I hope, at any 
time, to make such a railway. But I 
sav that ifthe attempt were made, remote 
as it might at first seem from our interests, 
I think it would be the heaviest blow 
directed at the very heart of our Indian 
Empire that we could conceive. Ii this 
country is prepared resolutely to say 
that railways in Afghanistan may indeed 
be made, but they shall only be made in 
time of war and not in time of peace, 
then I think it is not at all bevond the 
military power of this country, without 
any fundamental reorganisation of its 
forces, such as would be implied in 
conscription, or any similar device, 
to make absolutely secure our Eastern 
possessions, as [I hope we can make 
secure not only the shores of these 
two islands, but all the Colonies which 
depend upon us. If, 
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laxity, by blindness, by cowardice, 


/we permit the slow absorption of the 


Afghan kingdom in the way that we 
have necessarily permitted the absorp- 
tion of the various Kh nates in Central 
Asia, if Russian strateg:c railways are 
allowed to creep closer and closer to 
the frontier which we are bound to 
defend, then this country will in- 
evitably pay for its supineness by 
having to keep on foot a much larger 
Army than anything which any of us 
can contemplate with equanimity. 
Foresight and courage will obviate these 
dangers. Without foresight and with- 
out courage they may come upon us; 
and if they do come upon us, we shall 
be throwing upon our children, if not 
upon ourselves, the greatest military 
problem that has probably ever con- 
fronted the Government of this country. 


I most sincerely apologise to the Com- 
mittee for the long time I have occupied 
in this statement. But I am not sure, 
looking back upon what I have said, so 
far as I can remember it, I could with 
advantage have cut down my remarks 
to any narrower limit. I have endea- 
voured to give an outline, not an 
account, of the work of the Defence 
Committee, or, at all events, some ac- 
count of their work and their conclusions 
in those great and fundamental depart- 
meuts of national life which are concerned 
with the defence of the mother country, 
with the best use of our forces for the 
defence of our possessions oversea, and 
last, but not least, for the defence of that 
greatidependency which only within the 
last few years can in any true military 
sense be said to have become contermin- 
ous with one of the great military 
monarchies of the world. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I desire at once to 


congratulate the right hon. Gentle 
man, and with him the country, 


upon having been able to make the 
important statement which he has 
put lefore us of so reassuring a character. 
I do not think the latter part of the 
statement was quite in harmony with 
some of the speeches which the right hon. 
Gentleman himself has made on the 
subject of the defence of India within 
the last few years. But, at all events, 
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as to what the right hon. Gentleman has 
said now we agree with him that the whole 
tendency of that deliverance to the House 
is to remove the great apprehension 
which has been aroused in this country 
as to the danger of an invasion of India, 
for which not only our present military 
organisation, but almost any conceivable 
military organisation, would be inade- 
quate. 


The right hon, Gentleman, speak- 
ing of the work of the Committee 
of Imperial Defence, said it was much 
misunderstood in some quarters. If that 
be true, it is because the operations 
were not properly understood. We under- 
stood certainly that the Committee of 
Imperial Defence had a supervising power 
over the military and naval Departments, 
but the right hon. Gentleman has re- 
pudiated that. We are now told that 
the Committee of Imperial Defence has 
nothing to do with the organisation of 
the Army; that the Prime Minister and 
the Cabinet are, of course, supreme in 
such matters, and that the Committee 
is only brought into play as a sort of 
Court of Appeal where the two Depart- 
ments are involved; that their function 
is to hear the views of these Departments, 
to co-ordinate and to reconeile them, 
and finally to decide the question. Iam 
considerably relievel of some constitu- 
tional qualms which I have had about 
the functions of the Commitiee by 
hearing that account of their work. 


But I come to what is of far more 
importance—the question of the defence 
of these islands, the Colonies, and India. 
[ recognise that the right hon Gentle- 
man, in dealing with the invasion of these 
islands, was in a d'fficulty as to two 
courses, for, while it was desirable and 
even necessary to give the House of 
Commons full information, yet the 
giving of that information might do 
some mischief. But I think his state- 
ment as to the impossibility of an 
invasion of these islands upon a large 
scale will have a greatly reassuring 
effect upon the country, and I trust 
it will have a very material effect 
also upon our military expenditure. 
At the same time, if I am to criticise— 
and I freely recognise that this is a sub- 
ject in which to the utmost possibility of 
our power we ought to act together--I | 


{Ll May 1905} 


Departments Estimates. 86 
think the right hon. Gentleman’s elaborate 
reference to the possibility of invasion by 
France was a little overdone. I admit 
that his statement would have lacked 
picturesqueness and the full satisfaction 
it gave to Members of the Committee if 
this had been omitted. At the same 
time, his elaborate exposition of what 
would happen in a certain eventuality, 
which eventuality is of all others the one 
we least desire, and we hope the French 
people, at all events, least desire—may, in 
evil hands, and especially if dealt with 
by evil pens, do harm to the relations 
between the two countries—though not 
the official relations—and the feelings. 
especially of the French people, towards 
us. 1 gladly say that Tam sure the right 
hon. Gentleman had no such intention, 
and that the whole people of this country 
would share his desire. But we have 
seen day after day foolish speeches made, 
and quite recently, in regard to another 
country ; and although the right hon. 
Gentleman made it plain enough that bh» 
was only doing what was absolutely 
necessary in taking some concrete 
instances of possible invasion, yet I hope 
attention will be directed to the fact thet 
he was not contemplating the likelihood 
of any such invasion and bad no such 
suspicion in his mind, 


The right hon. Gentleman went back to 
the davs of Drake and the remote pas’, 
when he traced the history—evidently 
with great interest and enjoyment, show- 
ing how completely at home he is in the 
subject—of naval power and military 
power, and he dealt with general considera- 
tions; but the one figure which he gave was 
the figure of 70,000 men, which would be 
the least number with which any one in 
their senses would think of invading this 
country, and he put that on the sole 
authority of Lord Roberts. Now Lord 
Roberts is a man for whom I have the 
highest admiration and esteem; at the 
same time that is just the sort of thing 
on which differences of opinion may arise, 
and I should have thought the right hon. 
Gentleman would have given us some 
wider estimate upon that point. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I mentioned 
Lord Roberts because the question was 
particularly put to him. ‘The right hon. 
Gentleman will remember that there are 
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other military members in the Defence 
Committee, and there is no difference of 
opinion, I believe, upon that point. 


Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
But there has been in time past great 
difference of opinion among the highest 
military authorities upon that point. i 


am, however, merely noting the fact that | 
What has | 


he only quoted one authority. 
always seemed to me the proper policy in 
regard to the defence of this country is 
to see that our force is sufficient not only 
to overcome the smallest number who 
might in any circumstances be thrown 
upon our shores, but that there should be 
so much additional strength as will com- 
pel the foreign Power to contemplate 
sending a larger force than 70,000, and 
therefore put it out of the question that 
they should come at all. The way to 
prevent invasion is to have, within limits, 
overwhelming force, such as would com- 
pel the invader, if he is to come at all—I 
am going to put it in an Irish way—to 
come with such force that he will not 
come. The right hon. Gentleman, as I 
say. has, I believe, greatly pacified the 
alarms of this country with 1egard to our 
own shores. 

[ pass now to Afghanistan; and 
there again I think that he has taken a 
moderate, and many of us would think 
a reasonable, view of the question, not 
using words or arguments of panic, aid 
recognising that there are limits not 
only to the power of this country, but to 
the necessities and dangers to which we 
are exposed. We have had a remark- 
able proo! provided for us of the extra- 
ordinary difficulty of the invasion of 
India by a most interesting account in 
The Times some weeks ago of a journey 
by an Indian officer who accomplished 
the distance in a shorter time than ever 
before by way of Seistan across the 
desert to India. I think anyone who 
reads the account of the country through 
which that gallant officer passed will 
have a better appreciation than before of 
the immense difficulties that anv large 
invading army would have in finding 


supplies. I need not go into the details; 
but the mght hon. Gentleman said 


enough, so far as I am concerned, to 
satisty me that he is not one of the 
alarmist school in regard to the North- 
Western Frontier. 


Mr, A.J. Baljour. 


{COMMONS} 
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The right hon. Gentleman, however, 


has, after all, not contributed, out 
of the wealth of his knowledge and 
argument, to the point we all wish to 


be informed about—What are the 
military necessities of the country? 
How many men do we require? Now 


there was a curious little episode, which 
the Committee may remember, in con- 
nection with the Royal Commission, 
presided over by the Duke of Norfolk, to 
inquire whether the Militia and Volun- 
teers were adequate to the military 
necessities and defence of the country. 
They asked themselves—What are the 
military requirements of this force ¢ They 
applied to the Admiralty and got no 
answer. They appliedto the War Office, 
and after a long delay certain figures 
were given to them. There was a delay 
of a week or two, and then thev were 
told that the figures supplied were not 
to be taken as authoritative, and they 
were further told that the matter was 
under the consideration of the Committee 
of Imperial Defence. Then they took 
heart of grace and wrote to the Committee 
of Imperial Defence. They were told 
the matter was still under consideration, 
and that it was impossible to give them 
any answer, and they never got an 
answer. I expected we should have the 
answer to-day. It is most necessary we 
should know what numbers are required 
for the military purposes of this country. 
What is the good of the Secretary of 
State for War telling us his views, which 
he has done with great force and fulness, 
with regard to the Regular Army, the 
Militia, and the Volunteers? We have 
never heard what the view of the Cabinet 
was, and we are invited to form our 
opinions, and to vote money and do all 
the other parts of our duty without 
having the fundamental notion of what 
the wisest and highest authority in the 
country declares should be the number 
of men required for the defence of the 
country and oversea obligations. Now, 
without any desire that the right ho». 
Gentleman should pin himself to any 
particular figure, still 1 think it would 
be satisfactory, if we are to think out 
this thing for ourselves at all, that we 
should know roughly how many men are 
required for the oversea and home obliga- 
tions of the Empire. The statement 
made by the right hon. Gentleman will, 





er Cv owe re or wr 





89 Civil Services and Revenue 


will be a considerable reduction 
military, and possibly in naval, expendi- 
ture; but whether that be so or not, in 
so far as he has pacified the minds of the 
timid, and perhaps checked and con- 


{11 May 1903} 


I hope, lead to one good result, which | that kind. 
in| that in 


trolled the minds of those who are more | 


adveuturous and ambitious in their ideas, 
we are under obligations to him. 


| 
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Of course it must come to 
the end; it must com: to the 
point of actually fixing the numbers 
and nature of forces which the necessities 
of our position required for different 
purposes. All he wished to point out was 
that the numbers and nature of jorces they 
had at present on the Estimates were the 


|accidents of the spasmodic action of a 


| Department 


*s1r_ JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- | 


| They must go cautiously, and having 


mouth) said he had listened, and the 
whol» House had listened, with intense 
interest and the greatest admiration to 
the speech of his right hon, friend the 
Prime Minister, and he could not help 
feeling. when he thought of the debates 
which had taken place in this House 
during the last twenty years, 
one of the great by-products of this 
Committee of Imperial Defence 


| fixed 


and not determined by 
reference to any settled principle at all. 


the broad principles of their 
policy as defined by the Prime Minister 


‘to-day, they had not to create but 


| vast eXpenditure upon 
that | 


had | 


been the conversion of the right hon. 
Gentleman himself, because the argu- | 


ments he 
he had adopted as the basis of the new 
policy, had been contested by the right 
hon. Gentleman in this House for years. 
Tt was most interesting to hear the right 
hon. Gentleman’s speech dealing with 
invasion, because the arguments used 
there were just those which he, in op- 
position to War Office theories, 
used so often in respect to that very 
question. It was an enormous gain 
when they found a body set up, to 


judicially examine naval and military | 


opinion, and to determine on principles of 
high policy; a body on which experts 


had used, and the grounds | 


to adapt and to do away with the 
works and vast 
numbers of unorganised units which had 
been produced under a false impression 
of what was necessary for the defence 
of this kingdom. They could not sweep 
them out of existence at once, but must 
by degrees eliminate what was in excess 
of what they needed. Therefore he 


‘thought some persons misappreciated 


ithe magnitude and difficulty of 


the 
problem with which the Government were 


/confronted in bringing about the change 


in their system and the arrangements 


/ necessary for the safety of this Empire 


had | 


in time of war. 
the 


It appeared to him that 
Committee of Imperial Defence 


/was entirely fulfilling those functions 


for which its creation was advocated. 
They were now beginning to feel some 
hope that military policy, instead of being 
tossed from one side of the House to the 


| other amid much talk without knowledge, 


were to be heard and statesmen were to | 


be the assessors and the judges. 
Was an enormous advantage, and the 


That | 


House and the country ought to feel | 


indebted to the Government for having 
called into existence a body which had 
incidentally an educational function, and 


had already produced in the minds of | 


Ministers an appreciation of the teachings 
of history. 


There was considerable force in what 
the right hon. Gentleman the Leader 


would be carefully and_ scientifically 
determined upon facts, and that com- 
mon-sense conclusions would be arrived at; 
that no matter who was in office there 
would be a settled policy of defence 
which both Parties might expect to see 
continued and developed. 


While it was clear that one of the 
wisest and greatest steps had been taken 


‘that could be taken, he considered that 


ot the Opposition had said with re- | 


gird to numbers, but they would 
make a very great mistake if they 


supposed that, at the very commence- 
ment of its career the Committee of 
Imperial Defence could come to abso- 


| 
| 


| 
| 


} 
| 
i 
1 
' 


those who were really earnest in the House 
and looked at this problem with a full 
sense of responsibility must get rid of 
past prejudices and be content to be 
guided by the principles now laid down 
xv the Prime Minister. The right hon, 
Gentleman had covered the ground so 
admirably and completely that it was 


lutely definite conclusions on matters of | neither necessary nor desirable to point 
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out where he could have made hiscaseeven 
stronger than he had, for he had made it 
strong enough, and the great advantage 
cf his speech to-day would be its 


educational effect on the minds of the | 


House and the country. 
in so perfect a manner, bringing it 
within the understanding of the meanest 
capacity in the country, and had thereby 
advanced in the true direction towards 
a common-sense understanding by the 


people. 


He quite agreed with what the right 
hon. Gentleman had said as to St. 
Lucia, but with regard to that there was 
one point that he had not mentioned, 
namely, that the staying power of ships 
now was infinitely greater than it was in 
the days of the Carnarvon Commission, 
and obviously as the staying power of 
ships increased the necessity for numerous 


coaling stations all over the world de- | 


creased. Therefore St. Lucia, owing to 
the circumstances of its geographical 
position and the general effect of modern 
progress, had ceased to be essentially 
necessary as a naval base. The increase 
of speed as well as wireless telegraphy 
facilitated greatly the power of concentra- 
tion, and vessels could now be concen- 
trated within any given sea area in a 
far shorter time than they could in 
olden days. The whole muddle and mess 
into which the military policy of this 
- country had got was caused by misap- 
preciation of the effects likely to follow 
the introduction of steam. ‘That was 
how it started, and that was where 
the country went wrong. 


His right hon. friend had dispelled any 
illusion there was that the Committee 
of Defence was to be anything more 
than a consultative body, and had _ re- 
pudiated the notion that it was created 
for the purpose of interfering with 
Admiralty and War Office administra- 
tion. 
that all the Committee was to do was 
to investigate problems of high policy. 
It was, however, questionable whether 


the influence of the Committee ought | 
Ad- | 


not to be exercised over the 

miralty with regard to such big ques- 

tions as the sale of warships because 

they were not completely up-to-date, 

whilst they continued to subsidise mer- 
Sir John Colom. 


{COMMONS! 


His right | 
hon. friend had focussed this question | 


He had made it perfectly clear | 
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| chant steamers which were older still and 
| not fitted for war. 


| With regard to the question of the 
Auxiliary Forces in reserve, Minister 
alter Minister at the War Office in 
dealing with this question had always 
seemed to proceed upon the assump- 
tion that such forces in reserve must 
be fit in all respects to go straight to 
the front immediately war broke out, 
This opened a large question of high 
policy. Their real first line for active 
service was certainly the Regular Army, 
and if they took the latest dispositions 
of the Regular Army they found at home 
156,000, in the Colonies and Egypt 6 !,000, 
and in India 75,000. Regular forces 
amounting in all to 292,000 men. Some 
portion of those forces were garrison 
forces, but still Regular troops were effec- 
tive and ready to take the field. There 
were, therefore, stationed out of India 
more than double the actual number in 


India. But they could not be so moved, 
unless relieved by forces in reserve, 
Surely, as a broad principle of high 


policy rather than as a Departmental 
matter, in dealing with Auxiliary Forces 
intended for use in war over-sea 
the object should be to train those 
forces sufficiently to take the place of the 
tegular troops at home and in the 
Colonies, in order that all Regular field 
troops might be released for active ser- 
vice while they themselves had time to 
complete their organisation and training 
so as to form an effective Reserve. 


He rejoiced at having lived to hear 
an explicit statement from a Prime 
Minister upon principles of policy, giving 
clear and distinct reasons why those 
principles should be followed. Too 
much attention could not be paid to 
the delicate and difficult question of 
colonial co-operation for the defence of 
the Empire asa whole. That question 
would have to be dealt with, but it must 
| not be unduly hurried. He believed that 
'the Committee of Defence realised the 
magnitude and gravity of the question, 
The war in the East emphasised in a 
remarkable way the importance of the 
co-operation of all parts of the Empire 
for Imperial defence, and the more the 
| fundamental lessons of that war were 
| taken advantage of for the purpose of 
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inviting the attention of our fellow- 
subjects across the seas to this question 
the better. It was not so much 
2 question of a mere cash contribution 
by the Colonies—either naval, or military, 
—for the assistance of the mother 
country as of the general discharge of 
obligations to the Empire by the mother 
eountry and by all the British Dominions 
bevond the sea, according to their 
means and in pursuance of common 
objects. Looking at the present struggle 
in the East, one could not help recog- 
ising that the efforts now being made 
by Japan in self-defence could not have 
made without long and steady 
preparation on definite principles and 
ot great national sxerifice, When it was 
remembered that Japan’s revenue before 
the war was only £28,000,000, and that 
her naval expenditure was £5,000,009 in 
the year before the war, while the Imperial 
revenue of this Empire was in the aggre- 
gate close upon £309,000,090, it could not 
be said that with an expenditure of 
£30,000,000 on the Navy our Empire had 
reason to complain of the burden. But the 
Empire, not these islands alone, should 
bearit. It was for the Committee of De- 
fence seriously to consider, seeing the mag- 
nitude to which the requirements of war 
had grown, how long we could go on 
attempting to make adequate provision 
for the defence of the Empire on the 
resources of the United Kingdom alone. 
He was delighted, therefore, to hear 
the Prime Minister’s view, that upon 
the somewhat unpretentious structure 
of the Committee of Defence there 
might grow up something worthy of, 
and necessary for, the Empire, namely, 
a great scheme of organised preparation 
for its defence. The Government which 
had inaugurated that beginning, and 
hid thus far so wisely developed it, 
would live in history as having taken 
the greatest step towards the preser- 
vation of the interests of all parts of 
the Empire in war, 


deen 


Sir CHARLES DILKE said the Lon. 
and gallant Gentleman opposite was so 
pleased by the adoption of a large 
portion of his views that he appeared in 
the unusual light of a thorough-going 
apologist for the speech of the Prime 
Minister. 
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*31r JOHN COLOMB: Not an apolo- 
gist but a supporter. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE said that, at 

any rate, in his joy at the abandonment 
of the policy of the Military Works Bill 
as regarded naval bases, the hon. and 
gallant Gentleman had left out of sight 
what could not be forgotten, viz., 
the gigantic waste of money which had 
been going on right up to the present 
time. He welcomed most heartily the 
portion of the Prime Minister’s speech 
dealing with India, though there were one 
or two criticisms of detail which he 
would make—not as criticising the right 
hon. Gentleman himself, but rather as 
supporting him against those who might 
be inclined to attack him—such, for 
instance, as the hon. and g lant Genile- 
man the Member for Stepney. In the 
last debate on this subject, when he him- 
self ventured to use the arguments and 
to ask the Questions which the Prim» 
Minister had put forward to-day, the 
hon. and gallant Gentleman for Stepney 
instineed an invasion by the Seistan 
route, aid overwhelmed him by argu- 
ments which could hardly be employed 
to-day without being employed against 
the Government. 

As to the speech of the Prime 
Minister »s a whole, why did not 
the right hon. Gentleinan make it earlier, 
sav before the first consideration of the 
Army or Navy Estimates, 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR pointed out that 
the Vote for the Committee of Defence 
was included in the Civil 
Kstimates, 


Service 


*Str CHARLES DILKE said that was 
a technicality which could have been 
easily got over. The statement might 
have been made on the Address or 
volunteered on any day. The 
question of Indian defence lay at the 
very root of the whole of the Estimates 
of the vear, and the statement of the 
Prime Minister to-day had given him 
every satisfaction. All he would say was 
that if that statement had been made at 
the beginning of the session there wou!d 
have been very different debates on the 
Army Estimates, and possibly on the 


, Navy Estimates, fron those which took 
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place. The statement ought certainly to | 


have been made before the important 
Votes dealing with the men and pay of 
the Army were taken. It was no 
use now until next year, and the 
statement made by the Prime Minister, 
reassuring as it was, had come some- 
what late. 


He was going to appear in the 
unusual, totally unexpected character 
of a defender of the right hon. Gentleman’s 
views about India instead of an assailant 
ora critic. He had never held extreme 
views upon this question. The Prime 
Minister in his introductory remarks 
perhaps gave himself a litt’e into the 
hands of the school of critics represented 
by the hon. and gallant Member for 
Stepney, who took an extreme View with 
regard to the invasion of India. Those 
views were a'most predominantly repre- 
sented in the Press, and the Prime Minis- 
ter—playing into the hands of those who 
would now become his critics—when he 
spoke of the Russian strategic railways 
being two in number and distinctly 
strategic, almost led the House to believe 
that thev were actually on the Afghan 
froutier. As a matter of fact there was 
only a single line of any Russian railway 


—-the Murghab branch—which came 
within 180 miles as the crow flies off the 
Afghan frontier, As a humorist once 
remarked, the crow did not fly in 
Afghanistan, and the straight line 
was entirely imaginary. It was 200 
miles by rail from the Afghan 
frontier to the junction of the two 


Russian railways of which the right hon. 
Gentleman had spoken, namely, from Merv 
to Kuskh. The Murghab branch was the 
only Russian line to the Afghan irontier. 
A new line--the Tashkent-Orenburg Rail- 
way—had been made which, eight years 
ago, they knew would be made, because 
all along they knewof its construction, and 
its completion had taken place when they 
anticipated that it would be completed. 
He thought the right hon. Gentleman 
had slightly played into the hands of 
those who would be his opponents by 
using language in regard to the construc- 
tion of railways and interference with the 
Afghan frentier on the part of Russia, 
which seemed to imply that there was 
some new movement of which they had 
not heard. He used the phrase “the 
Sir Charles Dilke. 
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steady advance of Russ'a.” During nine- 
teen years the Afghan frontier had been 
secured by diplomatic arrangement, and 
it had not been interfered with. The 
pillars put up had not been interfered 
with, and there had been no advance: 
and they were not in possession of any 
facts which showed any intention of 
Russia committing the dangerous 
act which the construction of further 
railways would involve; and. therefore 
he thought the language of the right hon. 
Gentleman was not quite so well 
chosen as ‘t might have been to support 
the admirable character of his argument. 


Might he be allowed to answer not the 
Prime Minister but those who might 
attack him? There was a conflict be- 
tween declarations which had been made 
on behalf of the Government on previous 
oceasions and those which had heen 
made to-day. They did not need to 
dwell upon alarmist statements, and he 
welcomed what had been said by the 
Prime Minister. The whole question of 
reinforcements for India was affected by 
a question which touched the second 
of the Prime Minister’s headings. 
The point he referred to was the possi- 
bility of convoying and sending out these 
troops in anemergency. There had been 
an extraordinary double change since 
the Defence Committee had been in 
existence. Some years ago the Prime 
Minister told them, speaking on behalf o! 
the Army scheme of the present Secretary 
of State for India, that it might be neces- 
sary to send out three Army Corps at 
once. At the time he raised the que-- 
tion as to whether the Admiralty would 
undertake to convoy them, and the Prime 
Minister threw some doubt upon it. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that did not 


sound like an extract from his speech. 


*Str CHARLES DILKE said if the 
right hon. Gentleman would refer back 
to his speech he would find that was so. 
He admitted very frankly that there 
was a doubt onthe part of the Admiralty 
as to whether they ought to be calle 
upon to convoy such a force to India. 
In consequence of this diffieulty about 
convoying, those who took the alarmis* 
view substituted the South African 
garrison for the reinforcement of India 
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as against the garrison at home. They 
remembered the memorable debate on 
that subject in which different views 
were taken, and the South African view 
was thrown over, and they reverted to 
the idea that the Army Corps should 


be sent from home. This question 
of convoying troops from England 


as reinforcements at the beginning of a 
dangerous war affected the whole of 
what the right hon. Gentleman called 
concentration, and he should have to say 
a word or two upon that matter later on 
after he had disposed of the Indian case. 


The hon. and gallant Member for 
Stepnev’s statement was alluded to by 
the Prime Minister when he spoke of the 
various routes by which some alarmist 
Gentlemen thought India could be 
mvaded. The hon. and gallant Member 
opposite argued xgainst him the other 
day when he put forward similar views 
to those which the Prime Minister had 
stated to-day, and he argued against him 
as to the possibility of a rapid invasion of 
India by the Seistan and Balkh routes. The 
Seistan route was put out of sight by all 
Russian authorities themselves and also by 
that cnuinent geographer Sir Thomis Hol- 
dich, who rejected the Seistan route mainly 
on account of its waterless nature, and he 
had also rejected the northern routes 
through Balkh, which alarmed certain 
people at the present time, and which 
were perhaps used by the Russian Gov- 
erninent from time to time when they 
wished to scare thiscountry. Sir Thomas 
Holdich further rejected every route 
which could be called direct, on ac- 
count of the difficulty of the country 
and the fierce hostility of the tribes, 
and he pointed out that the only 
route by which a railway could be con- 
structed and by which a formidable 
invasion could ever be made was the 
circuitous route by the Pers:an frontier, 
the Herat-Girishk-Kandahar route, aroute 


of 360 miles, past our great station of 
Quetta and our double line of railway, a 


railway of a very different carrying power 
from that on which the Russians would be 
obliged to rely. No, the whole argument 
had been disposed of to-day, as he hoped, 
for ever. The Prime Minister had 
adopted a sensible and resscnable vier 
as to what would be likely wo be the 


attitude of the Afghens themseives in case 
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the Russians tried forcibly to construct 
railways through Afghanistan, which was 
the view which every one of the four 
Russian authorities themselves had 
always taken. Some very interesting 
words exactly endorsing these views 
appeared in M. Lebedeff’s book Vers 
?’Inde published in 1900, in which he 
says— 

“ The subjection of Afghanistan is a difficult 
job: it will be a new edition of the conquest 
of the Caucasus, but under conditions exceed- 
ingly less favourable, as the English will 
furnish to the enemy instructors and improved 
arhis, 

That was the view of the Prime Minister 
as expressed to-day, and it seemed to him 
to be a sensible and reasonable view 
But the Prime Ministe. had so completely 
disposed of all the ala mist arguments on 
this subject. that he felt they would now 
have to stand there as his defenders and 
prevent India being used as a ground for 
maintaining in this countrv a force larger 
than that which they would otherwise be 
disposed maintain. The Prime 
Minister had spoken of the possibility of 
having to send eight divisions to India. 
That was an Army on the scale to 
which they had been accustomed in the 
past. It was now twelve years sinc: they 
were told that three Army Corps should 
be sent out. 


to 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Ido not agree 
with the right hon. Gentleman in think- 
ing that a total reconstruction of ou 
Army system will be necessary, and I am 
afraid that we cannot look forward to 
any great reduction. 


*Str CHARLES DILKE said what he 
spoke of was an Army on the scale to 
which they had hitherto been accustomed. 


He would now leave the peasant tasi of 
congratulating the Prime Minister on the 
Indian portion of his speech, with which 
he was in complete agreement, and he 
would deal with the second portion. 
That agreement was sufficient to make it 
unnecessary for him to go into extreme 
detail which might have been necessary 
had there been anything in doubt. 
The second part of the right hon, Gentle- 
man’s speech lent itself to a definite and 
devsted statement, and although it was 
no use merely regretting the money that 
had been wasted aad thrown into the sea 
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when a policy hed been changed, yet he 
thought the House of Commons, as the 
body representing the taxpayer, ought to 
take note of the enormous waste that had 
been going on through clinging to a 
system which had now been abandoned. 
That led to the suggestion that there 
must have been a considerable margin of 
time during which these changes could 
have been gradually brought into exis- 
tence. It cou'd not suddenly become 
right to make sweeping changes, reversing 
the arguments addressed to the House as 
recently as two years ago, and reversing 
the policy which had led to the enormous 
expenditure that had been going on, and 
Was going on up to the present time. He 
asked the Committee to remember how 
far the responsibility for all this expendi- 
ture had been onthe present cccupants of 
office. He believed that the Defence 
Committee of the Cabinet was created by 
Lord Rosebery at the end of his Adminis- 
tration in 1805, That was the first form 
of the Committee. Immediately the 
new Government came in it assumed its 
second form, and the Defence Committee 
of the Conservative Government, formed 
in 1895 under the presidency of the Duke 
of Devonshire, lasted for many years, and 
was composed of substantially the same 
Gentlemen as Were in power now. It was 
constantly vouched to the House as the 
great co-ordinating authority, and as the 
body responsible for expenditure on an 
‘enormous scale on principles diametrically 
opposed to those now held. The third 
form of the Committee was that which 
was adopted when the Prime Minister 
acceded to his present office. The 
right hon. Gentleman came to this 
House and at once explained the 
new form of the Committee on March 
5th, 1903. He explained, as he did now, 
that it was to survey the whole of the 
strategic needs of the Empire, and he 
went on to say that there had been differ- 
ences of policy on the part of successive 
First Sea Lords and Commanders-in-Chicf. 
But there had been differences of policy 
in successive Secretaries of State, and 
there had been differences of policy 
in the Defence Committee as a whole. 
There had been a complete change— 
black to white, A te 8--which bad in- 
volved the country in great vost. 

The Committee had heard to-day the 
extent to which ‘avasiom at home was 
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mittee. Those who heard the account 
would see that it was confined within 
narrow limits. The bugbear was not terri- 
fying; the bogey had become feeble 
indeed ; and although there had been no 
reference to-day to the figure 5,000, named 
by the Secretary of State for War on the 
authority of the Defence Committee on 
three occasions, still this little invasion 
rom Brest by ships which were to get 
here without being noticed was an 
invasion on that scale. But two years 
ago invasion was vouched for on the 
authority of the War Office as a thing 
against which we hed to prepare our- 
selves at home. In the Memorandum 
laid before the Colonial Conference on 
behalf of the War Office invasion was 
put forward as a thing which was seriously 
possible. No doubt the grotesque 
differences in the opinions of the Admir- 
alty and the War Office had produced 
the change which they now saw, 
The one had followed the other, 
but these changes of policy had un- 
doubtedly led to great cost, which in one 
or two instances ne should like to 
describe. 


The fourth and present form of the 
Defence Committee had led to the 
change of the Estimates which was so 
welcome to the House generally last 
year, but in the welcome extended to 
this item there was a hope expressed in 
regard to co-ordination—to use a word 
which was rejected in the Irish policy, 
but which was accepted to-day in this 
matter. Co-ordination in the Irish 
debate was increased power of the 
bureaucracy, but he supposed that co- 
ordination in the naval and_ military 
sense hadan altogether diff-rent definition. 
Co-ordination, at all events, wasa blessed 
word ; it played a part in regard to 
education, and now it was employed in 
connection with military affairs. The 
opinion was undoubtedly expressed on 
the Opposition Benches last year, and 
also in other parts of the House, that 
co-ordination ought to lead to some 
reduction in expenditure in either our 
military or naval Votes. It was firmly 
expected fraia the moment that the 
(covernment announced their naval view 
that the reduction would be under the 
wbtary heec. Sut instead of that 
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the reduction had been on the Navy 
Estimates, and that had not 
accompanied by a reduction of the Army 
Votes. That had been the amazing 
effect of the co-ordination looked for- 
ward to last year. Not only had the 
reduction in expenditure been upon the 
Navy rather than the Army, but there 
wa: a tendency to vouch that the Navy 
was stronger than it was, and to justify 
the further diminution on the Navy, 
which seemed more probable than a 
diminution on the Army at the present 
time. The facts which led the House to 
expect the contrary seemed likely to con- 
tinue in future from the arguments which 
were being used. But in the Return for 
this year the Government were counting 
the Navy as consisting of fifty-three first- 
class battleships. They were counting 
into that list battleships which they had 
officially declared in the Return before 
the House as of small fighting value, and 
which were struck off the list of effective 
ships of war. His main point was that, 
by our sudden conversion, we had become 
aware of the fact that we had wasted 
enormous sums of money in the last few 
vears, 


Had any Member of the Committee 
calculated how much money had been 
wasted in the last nine and a-half 
vears by the non-adoption in 1895, when 
virtually the present Government came 
into office, of the policy which had been 
adopted now? The Prime Minister and 
the Admiralty had answered that ques- | 
‘ion in regard to the past. They had 
put it in the Memorandum, but he con- 
fessed that it read like an after-thought. 
I: was said, ‘‘ We are making a sweeping 
change, and we mus. have a thought-out 
argument to justify it.” The fact that 
the syuadrons were covering larger areas | 
Was a sound argument, so far as it went, | 
but it did not eover the wholecase. The 
facts were not suddenly new, and the | 
change ought to have been gradual. His | 
ain argument was that the Government 
had bioken the pledge that there should be, 
in consequence of the change of doctrine 
which had been adopted, a large reduction | 
of military expenditure. The Secretary | 
of State for War, in a book published | 
when he was a private Member, protested | 
against the demand made upon us for un- | 
conditional adherence to different and‘ 
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contradictory dogmas within the previous 
dozen years. But now we had had these 
changes within the last two years and 
we had been asked to adopt absolutely 
contradictory dogmas, with the result 
that th re had been enormous waste. 
Let them take as a concrete instance the 
very large reduction that was taking 
place at the present time in our expendi- 
ture at Hong-Kong, where until quite 
recently an enormously increased expen- 
diture was justified to the House in 
respect of transactions which were taking 
place n China. The northern station of 
Wei-hai-Wei had been abandoned. All 
these arguments had been pressed on the 
House in much detail, and now suddenly 
a reduction took place at Hong-Kong. 
[An Hon. MemBer: No.] Well, there 
were formerly two battalions of infantry 
in the garrison. One of these had been 
taken away altogether, and the other 
had been reduced. That was a startling 
conerete instance which had not been 
expluined. One set of arguments were 
addressed to the House in favour of in- 
creased expenditure, and shortly after- 
wards another policy prevailed. One 
could not help wondering whether reasons 
of economy hal not entered into such 
matters—the desire to effect savings to 
meet increases of expenditure. 
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There were three Military Works Acts 
till running. He would show briefly by 
quotations from the speeches of Ministers 
the grounds on which these three Acts 
were passed. The present Secretary of 
State for India, in presenting the Bill of 
1897, said on January 24th— 

*“We have been obliged under urgent pres- 
sure from the Admiralty .... The opinions 
of our naval advisers.” 

Speaking on July 27th, 1899, in regard 
to the second Bill, the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Dover sail that 
“acting on naval advice” the Govern- 
ment made the proposels which were 
then brought forward. Referring on 
August 14th, 1901, to the third Bill now 
running the Pos master-General said the 
War Office were “bound to accept the 
judgment of naval experts.” The argu- 
ment that naval opinion required these 
works was urged on each occasion, and 
great sums of money had been spent 
in consequence. Take Jamaica, Ber- 
muda, St. Lucia, and Wei-hai-Wei, 
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and see how much money had _ been 
spent on these works in addition 
to the money from the Votes. On 
Jamaica it was £32,000; on Bermuda 
£80,000; on St. Lucia £203,000, in 
addition to £70,000 secured from the 
colony; and on Wei-hai-Wei £53,000 ; 
or a total of £368,000. The right hon. 
(rentleman spoke cf the great strategical 


importance of Jamaica compared with | 
Military Works | 
Loans only, in the last two vears, there | 
had been spent on St. Lucia £133,000. | 


St. Lucia; but from 


Qo 


On March 27th this matter was raised in 
the House of Lords and Lord Lansdowne 


sud “very large sums of money had | 


been spent on St. Lucia.” And 


on February 23rd a Minister, in answer 


to a Question in the House of Commens, 
used these words— 


‘*St. Lucia will be abandoned as a defended 
station, and the garrison withdrawn.” 


In the West Indies alone £1,500,000 | 


sterling had been spent since the second 
form of the Defence Committee came into 
existence. Although, no doubt, there had 


been only a gradual adoption of the views | 


which had led to the discontinuance of 


that expenditure, yet that expenditure | 
ought to have been gradually rather than | 


suddenly discontinued. Now, it was 
admitted that the expenditure of that 
money for some years past might have as 
well been thrown into the sea. 
_ penditure on the naval bases had been 


incurred under the Defence Committee | 


since 1895, and most of it since 1897. 


When the Military Works Bill was before | 


the House in 1899, the hon. Member in 
introducing it declared that— 
“The greater portion of the 


(£3,000,000) would go to naval bases, coaling 
stations, etc.” 


Now, as to the cadre heresy, the change 


had not been frankly made, because it | 


involved the view that at the be- 
ginning of a war—the most dangerous 
moment—the Fleets would have to be 
employed in guarding across the sea the 
men and machinery to these naval bases. 
He called that not a frank abandonment 
of the old conditions. How did the right 
hon. Gentleman think the Fleet would like 
to have to convoy these garrisons, dock- 
yard men, and machinery in the event of 
the outbreak of a war? [An Hon. Mem- 
BER: And colliers.] Yes, and colliers. 
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On March 3lst the First Lord of the 
| Admiralty used these words— 

“ We do not propose to use the dockyards at 
| Halifax, Esquimalt, and Jamaica in time of 
| peace. If war broke out we could at once send 
| out the necessary men and machinery.” 
| And on March Lith the Secretary to 
the Admiralty said that— 
| 
| ** The establishments at Jamaica and Halifax 
would remain without men, and stores could he 
sent out when necessity arose.” 


He contended that that was a heresy ; to 
convoy men and machinery across the 
'sea at the most dangerous period of a 
war! That was a direct reversal of the 
naval doctrine that the Fleet shoula be 
kept free to discharge its primary duties. 
/On June 21st, 1899, the hon. Member 
for Dover spoke of the “readiness of 
bases in advance being essentia! to the 
/mobilitv of the fleet”; and the present 
Postmaster-General stated on August 
14th, 1901, that that was ‘essential for 
the safety of the fleet.” That doctrine 
of the mobility of the fleet had always 
been maintained and had not been with- 
drawn. Here, again, the desire for 
economy under some heads in order to 
meet increased expenditure on others 
might have had something to do with 
this change in policy. On March 13th 
the Secretary to the Admiralty said that 
the new policy had “increased the fght- 
ing efficiency of the Navy and _ had 
decreased the Estimates.” But he went 
on to Say that ‘‘ the reduction for stores 
arose directly from the reduction of the 
bases.” So that it was the reduction of 
| the bases that had effected this economy. 
| At all events the Government had not 
frankly accepted the new policy, and were 
/now putting before the House the very 
dangerous policy of convoying garrisons 
and cargoes of machinery and stores at 
| the outbreak of war. 


| His last 


argument as to the ex- 
tent to which the Government had 
‘failed to carry out their _ policy, 


'bore on the question of the garrison 
artillery, Their policy was to reduce the 
| naval stations ; to withdraw the garrisons; 
{to depend much more than formerly on 
| the Fleet ; to keep the Regular Army in 
this country as a #triking army, and to 
| put the necessity of our fixed defence on 
| the Militia and the Volunteers. Look at 
| the inconsistency of the Government’s 
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attitude! During the debates on the 
Works Bills the House was constantly 
told that it was necessary to make 
a large increase in the garrison artillery. 
One would have supposed that the change 
of policy would have involved a reduc- 
tion of the garrison artillery. In the 
Army General Annual Report ‘‘ prepared 
by the Army Council,’ the Regular 
gerrison artillery before 1899 was over- 
stated by 16,000, But, taking the real 
figures, the Regular garrison artillery 
before the South African War had risen 
to 19,000, On October 1, 1903, they 
numbered 25,000; on October 1, 1904, 
24,500; and taking the Militia garrison 
attillery at 13,500, the number at the 
present moment was 58,000. That 
number Was altogether out of proportion 
to what it should be under the policy 
now announced by the right hon. Gentle- 
man. The Prime Minister had given 
no excuse to the House for the suddenness 
of the change in policy which ought to 
have been foreseen years ago before the 
Government had incurred this enormous 
waste of expenditure. He begged to 
move. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Item E (Committee of Defence, 
Salaries, ete.), be reduced by £100,”°— 
(Sir Charles Dilke.) 


*Mr. PEEL (Manchester, S.) stid be 
did not know whether it was not rather 
ungrateful to say that he would have 
been glad if the Prime Minister had said 
one or two words more on the second 
subject touched upon, viz., the question 
of colonial defence. He should have 
been further glad if the right hon. 
Gentleman had been able, after laying 
down very fully and clearly the general 
vationnel of Imperial defence, to show the 
House the necessity for the increase or 
decrease of the Regular Army, and the 
distribution of the particular kind of 
forces required for the defence of this 
country. As to the question of the 
defence of India, the Prime Minister 
spoke of it as being, at the present 
moment, satisfactory, and one that did 
not demand any great change, although 
ina very short time that position might 
become unsatisfactory and might demand 
very serious consideration. Now, what 
would be the effect of a position of the 
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latter kind? At present we had an Army 
fully equal to the difficulties in India, but 
in these days changes were rapid and 
there might be a demand for an increase 
inthe Indian Army. That pointed to 
the necessity of our having a large Army 
Reserve, and also to our having, as well, 
a considerable number of men, a little 
trained if one liked, who could be con: 
verted into a citizen Army. 


word 
principles 
that day 


He wanted to say one 
generally upon the new 
that had been described 
by the Prime Minister, because, of 
course, a full acceptance of all the 
general principles, which he might roughly 
call the blue-water school, made a vast 
change in the policy of this country. He 
tnought he might be pardoned if he 
lagged behind in this matter both the 
Prime Minister and the Committee of 
Defence, and might be strengthened in 
believing that he took not too presump- 
tuous a view when he recalled that a 
contrary opinion had been held by the 
very greatest military authorities, He 
remembered that only two or three 
yeats ago, when the present Secretary for 
India was introducing his scheme, he 
spoke of the subject in hand in a very 
different way. The right hon. Gentleman 
said you could not run the Empire on the 
“oft chance.” In the new principles 
which had been broadly laid down 
by the Prime Minister tbe question 
of the “ off chance” had been, per- 
haps, to some extent forgotten. We had 
to look at these matters not only from 
the point of view of fine strategy as 
viewed by the Committee of Defence, 
but from the point of view of the ordin- 
ary man in the street. We had not only 
to consider them calmly as we did when 
there was no war in being or in prospect, 
but we had to consider the result on the 
nation when we were in a condition of 
disturbance or in a condition of war, and 
it might be that the principles which we 
couldlaydown rigidly for our Armyin time 
of peace might be found a little more diffi- 
cult to act upon in time of disturbance and 
in time of war. Governments could not 
alwaysact vponhigh princip|:s of strategy. 
That this was so could be proved by going 
back to the South African War, during 
which questions of strategy were often 
sacrificed to political exigencies. Take the 
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policy of Dundee, the action in regard to 
which was condemned by all generals and 
strategists, but which was nevertheless 
adhered to in deference to the opinions 
of the people, who were not generals and 
not strategists, but who in time of war 
would insi t that their will—ignorant as 
they might be on these matters—must 
prevail, Therefore he looked with some 
snxiety to the application of this doctrine. 
There had been no changes since the 
speech of three years ago which should 
induce him to make this change, except 
that event at Clacton-on-Sea which had 
made such a deep impression upon the 
Secretary for War. 
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It was impossible to say what we should 
do, or any other country would do, in case 
of invasion. It was clear that the prize 
involved by the invasion of this country 
was so tremendous that it wou'd not 
matter to France or Germany if they lost 
100,C00, 200,000, or 300,000 men. The 
price of that kind which would have to be 
paid would be absolutely trivial to coun- 
tries which could command so large a 
number of men, Allusions had been made 
as to the enhanced possibilities of invasion 
because of wireless telegraphy, the im- 
provement of other appliances, and so on, 
but surely those considerations applied to 
the attacking force as well as to the de- 
fending force, and what could be used by 
one could be used by the others, Infor- 
mation of that sort would be very useful 
if one knew where it was. Apart, how- 
ever, from the question whether invasion 
was or was not possible, how was the 
matter to be brought closer home to all 
the people of this country? The Prime 
Minister by a close argument sought to 
show that invasion was not possible, 
but he did not seem to have covered 
the whole of the possibilities. Let 
them take the hypothesis that when 
an attack was made the Regular 
Army was out of the country and 
the Channel Fleet was required in other 
than home waters; he was very much 
afiaid that the country would not be 
thoroughly satisfied with proclamation 
or pronouncement of the Commissioners 
of Defence. He was very much afraid 
that the country would exercise the most 
tremendous pressure upon the Ministers 
of the day, and that that might possibly 
have the effect of preventing the Fleet 

Mr, Peel. 


(COMMONS } 





Departments Estimates, 


108 


leaving our shores, although it ouzht on 


strategical consideratio:s to go. That 
would have the effect of preventing the 
Flect from being used upor what m ght 
be theright strategy. It might therefore 
be that through the popular feeling o! the 
country acting upon Ministers. they 
might not carry their conclusions to a 
logical or clear conclusion, 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) stid he 
wished to join in the expressions of s:tis- 
faction which had been heard on that 
side of the House, and on the other side 
also, in regard to the speech of the 
Prime Minister. The right hon. Gentle- 
man had done much to reassure them, 
and his declarations had been in sharp 
contrast to a great deal which had been 
said during the last few vears as to the 
necessity for increased expenditure, and 
as regardel the North-West Frontier of 
India his declarations had differed a 
great deal from some opinions which he 
had expressel before. On the subject 
of the possible invasion of this country 
he had only one remark to make. It was 
not altogether unimportant to observe 
that the practical conclusion drawi from 
history was that this country was not 
likely to be exposed to any foreign inva- 
sion, and it was confirmed by the fact 
that since the landing of Wiliiam the 
Conqueror there had been no invasion oi 
this country by a hostile force, That 
was to say that there never had heen 
any invasion of this country which had 
not been invited by friends in this 
country. It was an obvious remark that 
the conditions had entirely changed. 
It was true that steam and othe: 
scientific discoveries had made a great 
difference; but they had made a 
great difference both ways. They had 
made differences in regard to defence 
as well as in regard to attack, and, 
therefore, he thought the general conclu- 
sion which should be drawn from history 
in regard to the invasion of this country 
against the will of its own people re- 
mained true of the future as of the past. 
The difficulty of invasion remained as 
great as ever, founded as it was partly 
upon geographical conditions and partly 
on the character of our people. | Even 
the landing of William of Orange was 
done at the bidding of a large party in 
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England who received him with open 
arms. Therefore he had to congratulate 
the Prime Minister on arriving by his 
Committee of Defence at the same con- 
clusion which students of history had 
come to when they had considered all 
that history had to say on the subject. 


As tothe North-West Frontier of India, 
the right hon, Gentleman had reassured 
them very much as regarded the views 
of the Government. He had dealt with 
appropriate weight, and not more than 
appropriate weight, upon the enormous 
physical difficulties which would prevent 
anadvance of Russia through Afghanistan, 
In addition to the physical obstacles 
which would be interposed in the way 
of such an advance, there would be the 
opposition of the Afghans themselves to be 
encountered. No more warlike people 
existed in the whole world, and there was 
no race which was more disposed to resent 
the intrusion of anv invaders, as we knew 
‘o our cost. The difficulty which would 
he encountered by an enemy advancing 
through the Afghan territory to the 
British outposts would be almost as great 
in traversing British territory as it was 
in Afghanistan itself. Their difficulties 
of transport over the 150 miles to our 
outposts would be enormous. Those 
who had long paid attention to this 
question would be reassured by the 
words which the right hon. Gentleman 
had spoken. He wished to know if they 
might take it that the conclusion arrived 
at by the Imperial Defence Committee 
betokened a reduction of Indian expen- 
diture upon the defence of the North- 
West Frontier and upon the fortresses, 
which had been an enormous source of 
expenditure during the last twenty-five 
or thirty years. That expenditure had 
been very largely drawn from the re- 
sources of the people, and a good deal of 
it, he was afraid, had been wasted. 
He understeod the Bolan Railway had 
now been abandoned as it was not 
regarded as being any longer needed for 
strategic purposes. But those who 
remembered the Russian scare in 1885 
would remember that enormous sums of 
money were spent on new railway con- 
struction both before and after that 
time, and particularly upon that line 
which traversed the Bolan Pass. One 
would hike to know whether all that 
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expenditure had come to an end, beciuse 
it had been a very heavy drain upon 
India, and he was afraid a good deal of it 
had been wasted. [If this heavy drain 
for mil:tary expenditure could be stopped 
a great deal could be done for the 
internal development of India. He 
should like to emphasise the extreme 
importance of keeping taxation at the 
lowest point possible. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES, said the 
Committee had heard from the right 
hon. Gentleman the Prime Minister 
a most interesting statement, and one 
which, on the whole, would be received 
with satisfaction by the House. But it 
had certainly illustrated in a_ special 
degree the danger of treating in the 
House those high questions of strategy 
which must be entertained and decided 
by such a body as the Committee of 
Defence, but which in their essence and 
more acute forms should be restricted, he 
thought, to that Committee alone. it 
was impossible to discuss frankly and 
freely in the House questions of strategy 
without very great danger of arousing 
susceptibilities that had better be left 
untouched. It was probably unavoidable 
that, in the right hon. Geatleman’s state- 
ment, he should have had to take the 
conerete instance he did of a possible 
invasion of these islands by a specific 
Power and the possible invasion of India 
by another specific Power. At the same 
time it was calculated to give ri-e to 
some misapprehension, and he thought it 
was well that some Member of the House 
should emphasise the fact that the Prime 
Minister only took these as supposititious 
cases and that no further notice need be 
taken of the matter. It would not be. he 
knew, by the Governments of the two 
countries interested, and he hoped that 
would be the case also with regard to the 
Press of both countries concerned. Is 
would be most unfortunate if an 
impression got abroad that the Prime 
Minister or any Member of that House 
apprehended thrt we were in danger of an 
invasion of India by Russia or of these 
islands by France. 


There was one passage in the 
speech of the right hon. Gentleman 
which certainly was of very great 


concern; that was the passage in which 
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he referred to railways in Afghanistan. 
The right hon. Gentleman said that rail- 
ways in Afghanistan must not be made 
in time of peace, and that any attempt 
to build railways in Afghanistan would 
be looked upon as an act of aggression 
towards this country. As that phrase 
stood it applied not merely to the build- 
ing of railways by Russia, but to the 
building of railways by the Afghans 
themselves. The right hon. Gentleman, 
however, made use of another phrase 


which he hoped put another com- 
plexion on the matter. The right hon. 
Gentleman said the Afghans would 


certainly obtain the assistance of the 
British in defending their independence. 
Therefore, what he understood the state- 
ment of the right hon. Gentleman with 
reference to railways in Afghanistan to 
mean was that there was supposed to be 
some risk of Russia putting pressure on 
Afghanistan to obtain concessions for 
making railways in that country by 
Russian capital and Russian hands, and 
that if that were pressed to such a point 
as to require further assistance towards 
resistance by Afghanistan such assis- 
tance would be given by Great Britain. 


If that was the right construction 
to put on the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s statements, he weleomed them. 


He hoped it was understood in India 
that the best way of defending the 
frontier was to leave the quick-set hedge 
ef Afghanistan where it was. between us 
and Russia, and that, if we were to 
move at allin Afghanistan, it should be 
in the direction of assisting the Afghans 
when they wanted assistance, and of 
avoiding any interference on our part 
tending to anything like the conquest of 
that country. 


He wholly agreed with the view 
of the Prime Minister that a serious 
invasion of these islands was im- 


possible, or at any rate impracticable, 
though he did not entirely agree with the 
reasons which the right hon. Gentleman 
had given for that conclusion. It 
seemed to him that the right hon. 
Gentleman placed too little reliance on 
the battleship and the cruiser, and tco 
much reliance on the submarine and the 
torpedo-boat destroyer. His own firm 
conviction was that belief in the sub- 
mafine had been far 
Mr. Gibson Bowles. 
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He would not say that the 
submarine was useless, but it was ex- 
tremely restricted in its uses, and he 
should be sorry indeed if the impression 
were to go abroad that it was no longer 
the battleship and the cruiser we were to 
rely upon for our naval defence, or that 
we were to put them practically aside in 
order to place our chief reliance on the 
submarine and the torpedo-boat destroyer, 


He also agreed with the Prime Minister 
thataninvasionof India wasimpracticable. 
During the right hon. Gentleman’s speech 
he ventured to suggest to him that the 
Kandahar route was the one which had 
to be watched. That was the route 
which conquerors of India had followed in 
the past, and which would-be conquerors 
of India would have to follow inthe future. 
3ut the main defence of India lay in the 
fact that we held, as he trusted we should, 
the command of the sea and the shores 
of the Persian Gulf, and it was from the 
sea by Kurachee that the relieving armies 
would come if it was necessary to 
reinforce the garrison of India. Here he 
came to whit he thought was the most 
serious development of the debate. Since 
the existence of the Committee of Defence 
there had been a complete reversal not 
merely of our nival policy, but of the 
very conception upon which that policy 


was founded. Ever since we took 
Gibraltar the basis of our policy had been 
the obtaining of stations at useful 


strategic points in various parts of the 
world, and as the world became larger so 
our desire for coaling stations increased, 
The recent action of the Admiralty, which 
must have been taken with the concur- 
rence and after the consideration of the 
Defence Committee, involved the aban- 
donment of our naval bases almost all ovet 
the world with the exception of Gibraltar. 
The abandonment of Jamaica was a very 
serious matter, inasmuch as Jamaica was 
taking upon itself at the present time, in 
consequence of the proximate con- 
struction of a Panama canal, a far 
greater importance than it had ever 
before possessed. Let the Committee 
think, too, of our long Eastern line of com- 
munication. We had a station at Aden 
and another at Hong-Kong. The principal 
strategic point between those two stations 
was Trincomalee, which was one of the 
great strategic points of the whole world. 
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We had been at great expense in fortify- 
ing Trincomalee ; it had the most perfect 
deep-water land-locked and defensible 
harbour in the world, but without a 
word of explanation it was now being 
disarmed and the buildings put into 
the hands of caretakers. It was no 
use Saying that we had Colombo on 
the other side of Ceylon, for 
Colombo was an extremely bad harbour, 
indefensible and undefended, and 
open to the south-west monsoon that 
the small guns had to be taken away 
along the mole when the monsoon broke. 
He was not prepared to sav that this 
policy was wrong, but it was such a 
tundamental reversal of the naval policy 
pursued by successive Boards of Admir- 
alty for over two centuries that he was 
surprised no explanation or defence of it 
had been given. 


as 


so 





Another great alteration in naval 
policy was represented by the getting | 
rid of obsolete ships. He believed 
that course of action to be right, but | 
the Committee ought to be told upon 
what grounds 80 serious a step had been 
taken. Parliament had a right to ask why | 
this moment, after successive Boards 
of Admiralty had been adding to the 
Fleet and keeping the old ships, a resolu- 
tion had suddenly been arrived at that 
ships which we formerly thought to be 
usclul were now considered wholly | 
mischievous, and that it was better to | 
have tew ships of modern date than to | 
have a large number more or less obsolete. | 
It was all the more necessary that the 
prine:ple upon which this step had been | 
take: should be stated, because since 


at 


the decision had been come to_ it | 
had been claimed that some oi 
the vessels held to be obsolete 


were not obsolete at all, but were useful 
for many purposes. 
tore, that no explanation of this change 
of policy had been given. 


This question of the naval bases had 
its most strange example in the case of 


Rosyth. That base was decided upon and | 


the land bought in 1903 after the Com- 

mittee of Defence came into existence; | 
therefore it must have been with the con- | 
currence of that body. The intention must | 
have been to make Rosyth a great naval | 
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money if it hal been intended to make 
it a mere coal hole. Why, then, the 
alteration ? 


THe SECRETARY to tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. Preryman, Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge): What alteration ? 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: 
donment of Rosyth. 


The aban- 


Mr. PRETYMAN: Who said it was 


abandoned ? 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : Will the 
hon. Gentleman deny that Rosyth is being 
abandoned / 


Mr. PRETYMAN: T absolutely deny 
it. I do not know whence the hon. 
Gentleman derives his information. I 
have never said so. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said he was 
speaking not of what the hon. Gentle- 


'man had said, but of what was being 


done. He was dependent for his infor- 
mation upon the usual sources. If the 
hon. Gentleman declared that the gentle- 


/men sent to Rosyth to prepare plans for 


a great base had not been taken away, 


| and that the works were being proceeded 


with as originally intended, that would 
touch what he was saying. 


Mr. PRETYMAN: The work has 


been done exactly in accordance with 


| the principle that was jaid before this 


House on the introduction of the Naval 
Works Bill. In the first place, a staff 
was to be sent to Rosyth to prepare 
plans, and not to start constructing 


| works. That staff has been sent there, and 


He regretted, there- | 


plans have been prepared; and, so far as 
these plans are concerned, there is no 


‘further necessity for the work to be 
continued. That the works arising out 


| 


of those plans have been abandoned is a 
pure myth from beginning to end. It 
appears to be a habit in the newspapers 
in this country to follow the movements 
of certain individuals, and then to draw 
totally unwarranted deductions from 


them. This deduction is totally un- 
warranted. It will be the duty of the 


base, as it would have been utterly in- | Admiralty, in due course, to lay before 
defensible to spend so large a sum of/ this House proposals regarding Rosyth, 
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and the suggestion that because certain | 
individuals who have been preparing 
plans there have finished their work and 
left, therefore Rosyth has been aban- 
doned, is absolutely without foundation. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said he 
gathered from the hon. Gentleman’s 
statement that Rosyth was still to be a 
great naval base, and that all the works 
necessary for that purpose were to be 
constructed in due course. If that were 
so, he seriously regretted it. He had 
hoped that the Committee of Defence 
had put a stopper on this most foolish 
and unstrategic expenditure of money on 
a place which was not so good as any one 
of our existing great naval bases. The 
coast of Europe from Ushant to the Elbe 
might be regarded almost as astraight line, 
with its centre at Calais, while the British 
coast line from Calais up to the Firth of 
Forth was not parallel with the coast of 
Europe, as so many people seemed to 
imagine, but at a right angle to it. 
That being so. it would be seen that the 
nearest point and the most advantageous 
position from which to act upon the 
coast of Europe was not Rosyth but 
Chatham, which was neater to any coast 
against which we might have to operate, 
was just as near to any of the seas in 
which we might be concerned, and was 
far nearer our own other bases of Ports- 
mouth and Plymouth. Consequently 
there was no strategic advantage in 
having another base in the position of 
Rosyth. The selection of Rosyth as 
a great naval base was, in fact, a grave 
strategic mistake, and he had strongly 
hoped that the Committee of Defence had 
recognised the fact and remedied the 
mistake. He was extremely sorry to 
hear that that was not the case, but that 
these most useless and unnecessary works, 
from a strategic point of view, were to be 
continued, 


He had come down to the House 
expecting to hear something about 


the constitution of the Committee of De- 
fence and its working, instead of which the 
Committee had had a most important 
and interesting strategic speech from the 
First Lord of the Treasury. He thought 
they? were entitled to hear something 
more of the Committee of Defence than 
they had yet heard. In February, 1903, 


Mr, Pretyman. 
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when the Committee was introduced, it 
was done in the shape of an abstract 
Resolution, and they were then told that 
it was a tentative proposal. The Prime 
Minister repeated that on August 2nd. 
1904, when he said that the Committee 
was still tentative and embryonic. Had 
it now ceased to be tentative and em- 
bryonic, and had it taken such a form 
that they might reckon upon it as a per- 
menent institution for deciding strategic 
questions? If he understood the Prime 
Minister aright, he was looking forward to 
the time when the Committee of Defence 
would include representatives from the 
Colonies. His own private opinion was 
that they had better keep thir strategic 
Committee to themselves. Although it 
might be advisable to bring colenial 
representatives before the Committee oi 
Defence they ought net to form part of 
the Committee, but should be called 
before it, as the Attorney-General was, 
simply to give advice, and shou!d not 
form a part of the Committee itself. 
If they were to form part of the Com- 
mittee of Defence, great difficulties wou'd 
arise, for they would have to have repre- 
sentatives from each colony. But the 
Colonies differed in material and in 
strategic importance. The strategic im- 
portance of Australia, for instance, was 
very great, and the problems that would 
arise in regard to the defence of Australia 
would be of far greater import than the 
problems of defence in connection with 
other colonies and smaller places. How, 
then, could they have colonial representa- 
tives on the Committee on equal terms 
with equal powers ? 


The right hon. Gentleman had dwelt 
at great length upon the question of a 
possible invasion of these islands, and 
he had demonstrated clearly that it 
was impracticable. He had also dwelt 
upon the question of a forcible invasion 
of India, but he gave the go-by, perhaps 
for want of time, to the question of the 
defence of the Colonies. Now that was 
one of the most difficult of all the 
questions with which the Committee of 
Defence had to deal. He did not allude 
to the question of expense, although 
that was serious enough, but when they 
had to consider the defence of colonies 
such as the Cape, Australia, Hong-Kong, 
Canada, to the Western coast of North 
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America, they raised questions of the 
highest strategic importance. These | 


were questions as to which he was sure 
they would have been glad to hear some- 
thing. 


He had 
satisfied with 
Committee of Defence. 
remember that it was formed in order 
to supplant the old Cabinet Committee 
of Defence. It now consisted of eight 
persons, four of whom were still Cabinet 
Ministers, two others were the Military 
Commander-in-Cbief and the Naval First 
Sea Lord, and the remaining two were 
the heads of the Naval and Military 
Intelligence Departments. Therefore, 
they had a body composed of very un- 
equally graded officers, and he conceived 
a great difficulty in getting, for example, 
the head of the Intelligence Department 
to stand up against his superior the First 
Lord of the Admiralty. Those inequali- 
ties ought to have been avoided in the 
constitution of this Committee. One 
point his right hon. friend had insisted 
on was that this Committee should not 
be executive in any respect, and that it 
was, and ought to be, only an advisory 
body. He thought that was quite right. 
Sut one essential advisory element was 
still lacking. He had always urged 
that on this Committee there ought 
to be an international lawyer to answer 
questions which he was sure the Prime 


not himself been entirely 
the constitution of the 


Minister would agree constantly arose | 


in discussing the practical questions 
involved in war. He also still thought 
the Committee should have a permanent 
secretary and archivist. It was all 
important that some element of per- 
manence should be given to this Com- 


mittee, because the four Cabinet 
Ministers were here to-day and gone 


to-morrow, and the other four officials 
on the Committee, at the most, ouly 
served an average of five years in 


their particula: positions. Consequently, | 


they had a charging: body without a 
sufficient elem2nt of permanence. 


mittee of Defence was undoubtedly an im- 
provement upon the old system of having 
merely a Cabinet Committee. 


vised itself. He understood that still 


further improvements were to be made, | 
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| and certainly they had, on the whole, 
reason to congratulate themselves to-day 
/upon the very serious and important 
conclusion the Defence Committee had 
arrived at with regard to the invasion 
of these islands and to the defence of 
India. 


Members should | 


*Mr. HALDANE (Haddinztonshire) 


said he thought that a good deal 
of this debate had travelled on 
ground which had not much con- 


nection with the Committee of Defence. 


Various interesting topics had come 
before the Committee, but this 
new element ‘in our Constitution had 


received rather less attention than it de- 
served. Spea'ing for himself he could not 
regard the various military and naval 
hypotheses discussed that afternoon as 
nearly so important or tangible as the 
real question before the Committee. 
Tae Committee of Defence had to deal 
with problems greater than any othe: 
Department, greater thar those of the 
Army and Navy, and they required 
to be handled with the very highest 
naval, military, and civilian skill which 
could be brought together for that 
| purpose. Th: Prime Minister, in his 
| very interesting speech, riised a corner 
of the curtain and give them some 
indication of the kind of work which the 
Committee of Defence was doing. He 
thought the most powerful criticism 
mide on his speech came from the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for the 
Forest of Dean, who pointed out what 
the consequences of even two years of 
this sort of close examinatio: might 
achieve. It was clear that in the past 
millions of money had been throw. into 
| the sea, and still more millions had been 
expended on useless military works, and, 
if the kind of attention now being given 
by the Committee of Defence iiad been 
given to the matter in years gone by, the 
country would have been a good deal 
richer than it was at the present time. 


He | 


agre-d, however, that the present Com- | 


He thought they were very much in- 
debted to the Prime Minister for the 
consecutive sketch he gave of the work 
the Defence Committee had been doing. 
It was obvious that in the framing of 
that Committee the right hon. Gentleman 


was entitled to very great credit; 
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the idea which underlay 
ception of it had been that they 
could not govern any more, in the 
vast problems to be dealt with, entirely 
by Departments. There must come in 
questions which were too big for any 
one Department and which must be 
handled by the Government as a whole 
and by the head of the Government. 
In order to handle them the Covern- 
ment must have expert assistance on a 
Seale which it never could have in any 
mere Departmental inquiry. A further 
element at the bottom of the conclusion 
to which the right hon. Gentleman had 
come must have been the point of con- 
tinuity. That was a very important 
point in this connection. If they were 
going to work out problems of naval 
and military strategy they must have 
available for future Ministers some record 
of the deliberations and the decisions 
come to. In other words, an element of 
continuity must run through Imperial 
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his con- 


policy, however great Party changes 
night be. It would have been better 
if we had had continuity in the 


past. Look at the enormous contrast 
between the position in which we stood 
to-day, and the position in which we 
did stand. In another place a Motion 
was going to be made for the printing 
of the jamous letter of the Duke of 
Wellington as to the invasion of these 
islands. If they looked about they 
could find half-a-dozen declarations of 
the niost eminent soldiers of the most 
alarm'st character, andthey might find an 
equal number of declarations of admirals 
from Lord Nelsondownwards in acontrary 
direction. Up to now there had been 
no record of the systematic considera- 
tion of them, and no examination of 
them by «anybody able to deal with 


them. [+t would be useful to know what 
the Defence Committee thought in 


1905, in 1910, and im 1915. By having 
this record they would have something 
very much more reliable than anything 
open to them up to the present moment. 
On a Comm.ttee of this kind they could 
get expert assistance such as could not 
be got in any mere Departmental 
arrangement. One did not wish to 
mention individuals in this connection, 
but he might be allowed to say that 
Sir George Clarke was a_ valuable 
functionary in work of this kind, and 
Mr. Haldane. 
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he could bring to the work an 
amount of knowledge which would not be 
easy to find if he was bound by the 
traditions of the Department to which 
he belonged. In addition to the best 
naval and military talent, they got in the 
Defence Committee business talent, which, 
in his opinion, counted for a great deal. 
For that reason alone he thought the 
Committee would be a valuable one. He 
was not sure that it was an example that 
should stop with naval and military 
matters. A good deal could be said for a 
similar arrangement in the administra- 
tion of the Colonial and Foreign Offices, 
and also in connection with questions 
which concerned our foreign relations and 
involved so much that they could not be 
relegated to one Department. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. and 
learned Gentleman is periectly right, 
That happens now. 


*Mr. HALDANE said he knew it was so 
in tegard to colonial defence. Take, for 
instance, for the sake of a concrete illus- 
tration, sucha question as that of Alaska. 
That was a matter that concerned the 
affairs of the Dominion Government, and 
not only the Colonial Office or the 
Foreign Office. One would have thought 
that was a matter which a Committee 
with a wide survey—an Imperial Com- 
mittee and not merely a British Com- 
mittee—would be capable of handling 
with great force. It would be extremely 
interesting to learn from the Prime 
Minister that even the germ of such 
an idea had been attained. He*did not 
think the matter stopped even with such 
things as these. He believed that right 
through the organisation of the Execu- 
tive of this country there was room for cc- 
ordination and for bringing out the power 
of expert assistance in a manner they 
would never have so long as they looked 
to the Department itself. He felt that 
the example of the Defence Committee 
was one which this Ministry or future 
Ministries might do well to follow up 
with the view to bringing the Executive 
of the country into considerably better 
condition than it was at present. 


The question of Indian defence was a 
most thorny and difficult one, and he felt 
there was very much force in the remark 
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of the Prime Minister that one fortnight 
of Lord Kitchener at home sitting with 
the Defence Committee was worth 
months of despatches. When they got 


to the supreme problem of the relation | 


between the military and naval defence 
of this country they had a question 
which had been engaging the attention 
of successive Governments for a quarter 
of a century past. 
they had something like a chance of 
getting an intelligent view of the relations 
of these two branches of Imperial defence. 
If we had had these things before no 
one could doubt that we should have 
been enormously better off. We should 
have had an Army scheme by this time, 
and we should have had a saving of that 
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| with all that group of questions. His 
‘own belief was that they would not 
‘have the best standard of Executive 
| Government unless some such _ bodies 
| were constituted to which could be 
assigned all these subjects and which 
should work under the Prime Minis- 
iter directly. Now, the Defence Com- 
|mittee was the first step in that diree- 
tion—a step which might be followed 
in the future with great advantage. He 
regarded the debate they had had that 
day as one of the most interesting to 
which he had ever listened, and it 
gave an illustration of the working out of 
a new principle with which they would 
be very familiar before the country was 
much older. 


money which had been thrown away by | 


following out a ridiculous and antiquated 
poliey. 
Palmerston’s time had given rise to a 
tradition under which more money had 
been thrown away on military works than 
had happened under almost any other 
head. They might have had something 
of a clear view as to what was to be the 
nature of the distribution of the naval 
iorces of the country. They had got this 
great change in the nature of things that 
there was hardly a sphere in which this 
‘‘ommittee of Defence was not important. 
He assented to the doctrine of the right 
fon. Member for Forest of Dean, that 


although they had had some interesting | 


nnouncements in regard to Indian 
defence, which, if studied alone, would 
have justified all the trouble taken in 
starting that Committee, it was not until 
their work was done that they should 
know what they were going to open. 
lis own part he believed that they should 


owe much to that Committee, and that it | 


would increase in importance. 


He believed that in respect to the scien- 
tific organisation of Executive Government 
the example of that Committee could not 
be put into force too soon. 
instanee, the subject of public health. 
New diseases were appearing; the very 
question of the air breathed by soldiers 
at the higher altitudes and by miners in 
the depths of the earth had to be 


investigated; and that was a_ sub- 
ject which no Department was at 
present fit to deal with. What was 


wanted was expert Committees to deal 


A Committee appointed in Lord | 


For | 


Take, for | 


*MasJor EVANS GORDON (Towe: 
Hamlets, Stepney) said they had had 
from the Prime Minister a statement the 

| importance of which it was impossible to 
over-estimate. They had heard a great 
deal in regard to the larger subjects with 
_which the Committee of Defence had had 
to deal; but he would like, only ina 
spirit of, inquiry, to know what the exact 
position of that Committee was, not onlv 
in time of peace, but in the very critical 
and anxious time that immediately 
preceded the outbreak of war. There 
/was no subject more important to be 
| considered when it was remembered that 
it was at the junction-point between the 
| politician and the strategist that the 


/most serious breakdown took place 
‘in the arrangements connected with 
the South African War. 

The Defence Committee as now 


‘constituted was the outcome of a long 
series of demands made for, (1) a 
new co-ordination of political and mili- 
|tary forces; (2) of military and naval 
forces, and (3) a new conveption of the 
purposes for which our Army, Navy, 
Volunteers, and Militia existed. As to 
the relation between the political and 
military elements, the change was em- 
bodied in the creation of the new and 
reformed Defence Committee. That for 
the future would be the apex of our 
military organisstion and the principal 
point of contact between strategists and 
politicians. It was at this junction-point 
in the military and political machinery 
\that the old system broke down, and, 
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while net wishing in any way to rake up | 


past controversies, he did think it of the 
utmost importance that we should closely 
examine the new system by the light of 
past experience with the old, and, if 
possible, profit by that experience, 


The history of what occurred during the 
summer of 1899 was highly instructive. 
Then, as now, there was in the first place 
a Defence Committee, but it met seldom 
and had no very clearly defined functions 
or responsiblity. It was, however, a 
purely advisory body ard decided no 
point. Next they tried the Commander- 
in-Chief, who, at that time, was entrusted 
with the duty of preparing strategical 
schemes. The Intelligence Departinent 
was directly subordinate to him. There 
was then the Army Board which, allow- 
ing for the change made by the abolition 
of the Commander-in-Ch’ef’s office, and 
the substitution of a Chief of the General 
Staff, had a composition closely re- 
sembling that of the Army Council. The 
Minutes of the Army Board during the 
period up to September, 1899, mede it 
clear that in the opinion of that Board 
the main difficulty was the refusal of 
sanction to the expenditure of £640,000 


on preliminary preparations. The de- 
mands of the Board were disre- 
garded until too late, and it might 


be said broadly that the opinion of 
every responsible military adviser was 
overruled in deference to political con- 
siderations. Everybody knew how costly 
this eventually proved to be, and how 
nearly it led to complete disaster. No 
lesson of the war seemed to him to be 
more important, and their time was not 
wasted by asking themselves how far the 
pesition of to-day was an improvement 
upon that of days gone by. 


They had now, as before, the Committee 
of Deience, but it had been reorganised 
beyond recognition, and had had added 
to it a permanent military secretariat. 
Its functions were to— 


* Deal with questions of national defence, 
und to foresee Imperial requirements.” 


while the Army Council— 


“Freed from routine, will find the time 
and the means to direct military policy, to 
foresee military requirements, and to frame 
the measures of organisation, the neglect of 
which in time of peace entails disaster or 
ruinously expensive improvisation in war.” 


Major Evans Gordon. 
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Important as the controlling power of 
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the Army Council was under _ this 
definition, it concerned only one of the 
services and was, therefore, necessarily 
subordinate to the co-ordinating head of 
ell the Departments concerned in the con- 
duct of, and in the preparations for, war. 
What he was afraid of was that between 
these two bodies, the Army Council neces- 
sarily more or less subordinate to the 
Committee of Defence, there might 
be, as there was before, a conflict of 
military opinion with regard to pre- 
parations, and, therefore, the shifting 
of responsibility from one body to 
another with the disastrous results that 
they knew occurred in 1899. 


He would endeavour to forecast 
how this system and machinery would 
work in actual practice. Apparently, 
if a campaign were probable, the 
plans matured by the military general 
stafl, under the supervision of its chief, 
would be presented to the Army Council. 
in order that the heads of the Departt- 
ments might express their opinion and 
explain their requirements under the 
scheme. It did not foilow that the plans 
would be adopted. It the strategical 
scheme proposed were accepted, it would 
come udder the consideration of the 
Defence Committee, who would have the 
task of co-ordinating it with naval plans, 
and, possibly, of bringing it into  ae- 
cordance with the views of the India and 
Colonial Offices. At this stage it might 
be modified, held in abeyance, or rejected ; 
and it might conceivably have to meet 
the competition of plans that had been 
independently devised by the professional 
advisers of the Defence Committee, who 
would probably prefer their own ideas 
and criticise others in a damaging way 
even if they did not oppose them. If the 
scheme of the military general staff were 
adopted, it would be remitted by the 
Defence Committee as an advisory com- 
mittee to the Cabinet, and, if it had the 
cordial approval of the Secretary of State 
for War and the Prime Minister, it would 
doubtless be accepted by the Government, 
unless the financial objections of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer were held to 
be insuperable. But in the course of 
these three processes there was so much 
opportunity for division of opinion and 
for the lapse of responsibility that it 
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seemed doubtful whether the safeguard | entertained no such view as that, and he 


which a military general staff ought to 
supply to the nation would really be | 
obtained. To make sure of that advan- | 
tige, the best possible plan for a given | 
contingency must not only have been | 
thought out beforehand but it must be | 
put into execution unfalteringly at the 
right time. To repeat what he had said | 
before, the military organisation provided | 
by the Committee of Three in their 
Report seemed to be almost above 
criticism, but there appeared to be no | 
adequate security against a dingerous 
breakdown “at the old place —the | 
junction-point of the military and politi- 
cal machinery.” Personally he would 
have preferred to have seen the responsi- 
bility of strategical preparations thrown 
upon the general staff of the Armv as in 
the case of the German general staff. He 
would far rather have seen fewer links in 
the chain—fewer opportunities for the 
evasion of responsibilitv. The Con- 
tinental plan of organisation seemed to 
him preferable. In Germany the great 
general staff was alone responsible for 
the preparation of all strategical plans, 
and when the soldiers had te be called in 
there was one recognised authority who | 
was looked to for advice. A multiplicity | 
of advisers in the varying powers, influ- | 
ence, and authority, was, he thoug'it, bad. | 
Apart, however, from that criticism he did 
feel that the Defence Committee of the 
Cabinet had done, and was doing, enor- | 


mously Valuable work, and he rejoiced in | 
its appointment. 


With regard tothe question ofanadvance 
on India, he was bound to confess that in 
the most important and weighty remarks 
made by the Prime Minister on the subject 
it appeared to him that the right hon. 
(entleman was somewhat optimistic. 


| the 


should be very sorry to feel that any such 
inference could be drawn from his re- 
marks. He thought this optimism was 
based upon certain misconceptions, one 
of which was that the Russian difficul- 
ties with regard to supplies were insuper- 
able. That. again, was based upon the idea 
that Russian troops would require the 
same sort of elaborate supply and trans- 
port that our own troops required. It 
was nothing of the kind. In that 
country Russian troops would travel 
very lightly, and nothing approach- 
ing the supply and transport that 
we should require for the Indian Army 
would be required by such a force 
as they would use. Then, again, there 
was a misconception with regard to 
Tash Kent line. The right hon. 
Baronet the Member for the Forest of 
Dean seemed to imagine that that line 
was built as a strategic line, but its main 
purpose was to tap the inexhaustible 
wheat fields in Western Siberia. The 


| almost insuperable difficulties in regard 


t> supplies which formerly existed were 
now therefore at an end. This was one 
consideration which he was sure would 
enter into the calculations of Lord 
Kitchener. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE said he con- 
tended that time was the essence of this 
thing. His whole point turned on the 


| time. 


*Masor EVANS GORDON said that 


| was a very important question, but he 


He | 


did not think the Prime Minister in what | 


nt 
Mh 


he said meant to go so far as some of the 
inferences drawn from his remarks 
ia the course of the debate seemed to 
imply. The right hon. Member 
Aberdeen had taken advantage of what 
the Prime Minister had said to express | 
a hope that military expenditure in India | 
would beimmediately diminished, and that 
the taxation of the people would be re- 


for 
Herat. 


himself had never said anythifg about 
rapidity. He had always had regard to 
this danger, but if it came it must come 
slowly. The Khusk terminus of the 
Russian Railway was exactly the sam» 
distance from Herat as was the terminus 
of our railway from Kandahar. It 


|}was admitted that if Russia pushei 


forward Herat must fall into her hands, 
they wou'd then push their railway on to 
What was this country under 
those circumstances going todo? If we 
were going to fight Russia he did not 


| Suppose we should sit down and wait for 
| her to come down the Indus line, there- 


duced, and the hon. Member assumed | fore we should have to advance to 
that all danger in India was at an end. | Kandahar. If we were going to let her 
He was quite sure that the Prime Minister ‘take Herat and establish herself in 
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Afghanistan, and were going to wait for 
her to come down the Indus line, then 
goodbye to India. In his opinion that 
altered the situation enormously, and 
therefore he viewed any reduction in our 
Army with very great alarm. It was 
perfectly possible for such a situation to 
come about and if ever it did it wou!d be 
necessary to have immense Reserves in 
this country to guard against the blow 
which might be aimed by Russia against 
the heart of India. 


Major SEELY (Isle of Wight) said the 
hon. Gentleman who had just sat down 
could not have remembered what he 
himself had said in that House some time 
ago on this subject, when the sole ground 
for the then proposed increase of the 
Army was the defence of India, because 
he then pointed out that the invasion of 
India if it came at all must come slowly, 
and that there must bea reduction of the 
Army because it was impossible to keep 
up the expenditure on the Navy and 
Army too, The right hon. Gentleman 
the Prime Min'ster on that occasion 
argued that it was precisely because the 
Indian problem was pressing and urgent 
that we must continue with the Army 
Corps scheme which the hon. Member 
and some other Members on the Unionist 
side were then condemning on the ground 
that the number of men demanded by 
the scheme was far too great. The on'y 
reply they got to their criticisms was 
that it was necessary for the defence of 
India. The problem of India did not 
now appear to be so pressing and urgent 
as it was at that time. Were they now to 


assume that the whole situation was 
changed ? 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he was 


afraid he saw no chince of diminishing 
the number of troops in the Indian Army. 


MaJor SEELY said the result of that 
was that the reinforcement of the Indian 
Army was the real reason for keeping up 
the Reserves. 


As to the Committee of Defence, 
he could not say a word against its 
formation as he was one of those who, 
with Lord Charles Beresford, urged that 
such a body should be constituted, but 
Members had reason to ask what the 


Major Evans Gordon, 
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Committee had done since its establish- 
ment. The Prime Minister had laid 
down three propositions, viz., that 
invasion was impossible, that concentra. 
tion was desirable, and that the Indian 


problem though dangerous was not 
pressing. Those propositions were all 


arguments in favour of reducing the 
Regular Army and increasing the Navy, 
and yet the Prime Minister, while laying 
down those propositions, had not said 
a word in justification of the fact that 
this year the Army Estimates were 
increased and the Navy Estimates 
reduced. They might listen to what the 
Prime Minister said, Lut it would be 
better to regard what he and his Govern- 
ment did. Personally he did not agree 
that there was no danger of invasion, 
but, if the view of the Government was 
correct, by so much the more was it 
necessary to decrease the expenditure on 
the Regular Army in order to have more 
to spend on the Navy. According tote 
right hon. Gentleman the country was to 
rely upon submarine boats, torpedo 
craft, and battleships, and vet the num- 
ber of our ships was being decreased to 
an unparalled extent, both by the direct 
reduction of the Navy Votes and by 
the getting rid of obsolete vessels. In 
view Of the statement made on behalf of 
the Committee of Defence, he strongly 
protested against the increase in the Army 
Estimates and the reduction in the Navy 
Estimates, 


He was inclined to doubt the 
wisdom of accepting the decisions of the 
Committee of Defence as unimpea|able. 
In 1902 the Prime Minister declared that 
the great difficulty with such Committees 
was that the experts were alwavs wrong. 
Ii the case of the South African War, 
the right hon. Geitleman said the military 
experts without exception were wrong. It 
now appeired that the Comuittee of 
Defence were going to rely upon the 
sailors. Theright hon. Gentleman would 
hardly deny that most of the propositions 
he had that day laid down were furnished 
by his Admiralty advisers, and would not 
have been agreed to by his military ad- 
visers, at any rate a few montis ago. 
But were the naval advisers generally 
right? Before their views were wholly 
accepted it would be well to look at their 
record. On every occasion, When the 
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Admiralty had been appealed to for 
advice, they had been utterly and help- 
lessly wrong. When steam was first intro- 
duced into the navies of the world the Ad- 
miraltyina Memorandum declared that— 

“They felt it their bounden duty on national 
and professional grounds to discourage to the 
utmost of their ability the employment of steam 
vessels, as they considered the introduction of 
steam was calculated to strike a fatal blow at 
the naval supremacy of the Empire, and to 
accede to the request preferred would be simply 
to let in the thin edge of the wedge.” 

So bitterly was the introduction of 
steam into the Navy opposed by the 
Admiralty in 1834! Then, in regard 
to armoured ships, the Admiralty were 
unanimously of opinion that it would be 
most unwise to put armour on ships, and 
it was not until on two occasions it had 
been proved that unarmoured ships were 
absolutely at the merey of armoured 
vessels that they altered their view. The 
Admiralty were equally wrong in their 
decisions with regard to breech loading 
guns, torpedo craft—beth boats and 
destroyers, submarines, and cap shot. 
Possibly the result of their opposition 
was not so serious at the time in the 
matter of submarines, but in the other 
five instances, at any rate, this country 
was put in a state of naval inferiority 
through the refusal of the Admiralty to 
recognise modern inventions and dis- 
coveries. These were the men upon whom 
complete reliance was now to be placed, 
and the Committee was asked to adopt a 
principle which for a seventh time would 
leave the country absolutely defenceless 
if Ministers had their way. He hoped 
the Prime Minister would give some 
indication of what he really meant to do 
with the Regular Army. 


And, it being half-past Seven of the 
clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress; to sit 
again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 


HAMMERSMITH, CITY, AND NORTH- 
EAST LONDON RAILWAY (By OrpeEr). 


Sir EDWARD STRACHEY (Somerset- 
shire, S.) said he rose to move the Motion | 
VOL, CXLVI, [Fourra SeErirEs.] 
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standing in his name. His ground for 
so doing was that this was a case in 
which the House might very well ask the 
Committee on Standing Orders to re- 
consider this matter on special and ex- 
ceptional grounds. The only reason 
why he had taken up this question was 
that 't was in the interest of the general 
public. He knew very little of the 
merits of the competing schemes and 
had no personal interest in the matter, 
and he moved the Motion merely as one 
of the ordinary public whose only anxiety 
was that the best possible scheme for a 
tube railway for this particular district 
should receive the assent of the House. 
So far as the history of this Bill was 
concerned he might say that in 1901 it 
was one of various schemes of tube rail- 
ways which were referred to a Joint 
Committee of both Houses, and that 
Joint Committee reported favourably 
on it. In 1902 it was considered in 
another place and was passed by the 
Lords’ Committee. It, however, failed to 
pass this House, not upon its merits but 
because at that time the co-partners in 
the scheme had sold the Hammersmith 
section of the undertaking to the Yerkes 
group, and immediately the line pro- 
posed in the Bill had ceased to be a 
through route. The Yerkes group with- 
drew the Hammersmith portion of the 
3ill, and therefore what remained of it 
was bound to fail. In 1905 the Bill was 
further postponed pending the Report o° 
the Royal Commission which was then 
considering the whole question of Lon- 
don traffic, wh'lst in 1904 there was an 
intimation from the Board of Trade 
which influenced the promoters of the 
Bill and prevented them from coming to 
this House and making the usual de- 
posit in the ordinary way to the Standing 
Orders Committee. The intimation of 
the Board of Trade emphasised a de- 
claration made in 1903 that there was 
no prospect of any Bill succeeding until 
the Royal Commission reported on 
London traffic. Under these cireum- 
stances it was not unreasonable that the 
promot rs of the Bill should have said 
that they would not incur any unneces- 
sary expenditure. They, therefore, did 
not pay their deposit, and when they 
came before the Standing Orders Com 
mittee they failed on that ground. There 
were four other memoria!s complaining 


1D) 
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of non-compliance with other Standing 
Orders, but these memorials were from 
promoters of competing schemes who 
were naturaly only too realy to take 
advantage of the techni ality of the non- 
pavment of the deposit, becarse the 
promoteis of the Bill would have pad 
the depesit if they had not been in- 
fluenced in the way they had been. 


The promoters of the Bill did not now 
propose to proceed with that part of the 
Pill which affected the Hammersmith 
roite. Thev wished to limit their Bill 
strictly to that part of the railway which 
would compete with the Nerth- East 
London Railway Bil which now awaited 
its Second Reading in this House. All 
the promoters of this Bill asked was that 
they should have their Bill read a 
s-cond time at the same time the 
North-East London Railway in order 
‘hat the House, having both the Bills 
before them, might see which, in the 
interests of the public, was the best. It 
was quite Impossible for both these rail- 
ways to proceed because, through one 
paitof the district which both weuld have 
to traverse, there was not room for more 
than one to go, As regarded the North- 
East London Railway Bill, that was con- 
sidered by a Joint Committee of both 
Houses in 1901, and in 1902 it was 
thrown out by a Committee of the House 
of Lords on financial grounds. In 1903 
a Committee of this House also threw it 
out, so that the only Bill which could 
now be considered, if the House refused 
to refer back this Bill to the Standing 
Orders Committee, was a Bill which had 
already been rejected by this House and 
the House of Lords. All: that the pro- 
moters in this esse wanted was to have 
their Bill put in the same position as the 
North-East London and that it should be 
under no disadvantage as against the 
North-East London Railways Bill. It 
vas on that ground and that ground 
:lone that he ventured to make this 
Motion. He begged to move. 


as 


Mr. JOSEPH HOWARD (Middlesex, 
Tottenham) rose to second the Motion. 
He said that he desired to do so entirely in 
the interests of his constituents. It was 
\cry important to the whole of North 
T.ondon that the line proposed by this 
Fill should be allowed to be made. It 


Sir Edwerd Strachey. 
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would give access to the City from 
Tottenham, and greatly benefit his con- 
stituents. This, no doubt, was an unusual 
Motion, but, nevertheless, he hoped, not- 
withstanding the decision of the Stand- 
ing Orders Committee, that it might 
be allowed to proceed, subject, of course, 
t>» any conditions laid down by the 
Standing Orders Committee. He hoped, 
under those circumstances, that the Bill 
might be allowed to go before the Com- 
mittee upstairs and the whole question 
be fairly dealt with. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Report of Select Committee 
on Standing Orders of March 7th last on 
the Hammersmith, C:tv, and North-East 
Londo: Railway (Petition for Bill), be 
referred back to the said Select Com- 
mittee to consider and report whether 
the Standing Orders may now be dis- 
pensed with and the parties be permitted 
to proceed with their Bill in respect of 
certain of the railwavs and works pro- 
posed to be authorised thereby, subject 
to such conditions as to the said Select 
Committee may seem meet.” — (Sir 
Edward Strachey.) 


THe DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN orf COM- 
MITTKES (Mr. Jerrreys, Hampshire 
N.) said that he hoped the House would 
not accede to the Motion. as the course 
suggested wis one to be taken only in ver 
exceptional cases, and so far as he could 


hear the hon. Gentleman had not made 
out an exceptional case. One very im: 
portant Standing Order among the 


several that had not been complied with 
by the promoters was that which required 
a deposit of 5 per cent. The agents 
could not have made a mistake in that 
matter. It would be a sight on the 
Standing Orders Committee to send the 
Bill back. The only reason assigned for 
sending this Bill back to the Standing 
Orders Committee was that there was « 
competing Bill, but it was no reason why 
the promoters should not have complied 
with the Standing Orders. 


Mr. HALSEY (Hertfordshire, Watford), 
as Chairman of the Standing Orders 
Committee, expressed the hope that the 
Motion would not be acccepted. All the 
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arguments in favour of it had heen con-’ 


sidered by the Standing Orders Com- 
mittee. With the mevits of the Bil that 
Committee had nothing to do. The 
Standing Orders were for the protectin 
of the public ; aud the non-compliances 
reported in this case we.e many and 
serious, including neglect to make the 
nec »ssary deposit. He never in his ex- 
perience remem ered a casein which that 
deposit had not been made. There might 
be a competing Bill, but that was not a 
matter for the Standing Orders Com- 
mittee, but the Committee to which the 
311 would be committed. In ordinary 
eases with which they had to deal the 
cases Of non-compliance were technical 
cases, and the report of the Examiner of 
Standing Orders which was always before 
them took up half a sheet of paper. In 
this case, however, it occupied three full 
foolscap sheets of print. The quest’on of 
no! paying deposit was a very serious on¢ 
and one which the House would do well 
to consider. He thought the House 
would see that that was a most serious 
and important point, because the deposit 
was the only safeguard the public had 
in the event of the Bill being thrown out 
aud the Committee awarding costs. 


Sir EDWARD STRACHEY : I do not 
ask that they should be exempted, but 
sunply that they should be allewed to 
make the deposit now. 


Mer. HALSEY said the Committee cer- 
tainly considered that it was their duty 
to reject the Bill. He hoped the 
House would not agree to this Motion. 
The general Question before the House 
was whether they were prepared to 
impose confidence in their Committees. 
The Standing Orders Committee was 
not unreasonable in its requirements. 
During the last three years 124 cases of 
non-compliance with the Standing Orders 
had been considered by it, and only in 
thirteen of these bad it refused to dis- 


pense with the Standing Orders. That 
showed that the Committee was not 
unreasonably severe, For «all these 


Teasons he urged the House to support 
the Committee. The Committee had 
concluded that this was not a case in 
which they would be justified in dis- 


pensing with the Standing Orders. If, 
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the House disagreed with the course 
which the Committee had taken, the 
proper remedy would be to discharge the 
Committee and appoint other Members 
of the House who would act more in 
accordance with the wishes of the House. 
So long as the Committee did its duty in 
these matters he thought it would retain 
the confidence of the House. He there- 
fore asked the House not to agree to 
this Motion. 


Me. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushcliffe) said that this was an unpre- 
cedented Motion. It was in a different 
category from the Motion made by the 
Chairman of Ways and Means three 
weeks ago, for that was agreed to by the 
two parties, and even then it was only 
carried by a very small majority. He 
was one of those who thought that 
Committees were all the better for being 
carefully watched, and the Standing 
Orders Committee ought not to be free 
from having its conduct and actions 
criticised in this House. The precedent 
of the Motion made by the Chairman of 
Ways and Means, in view of the exceptio ial 
circumstances in which it was made, 
might very well be brushed aside, but 
the Motion now before them stood upon 
a very different footing. This was not 
an agreed case, and the hon. Baronet 
who introduced it had adopted the 
statement of the promoters. The 
Chairman of the Standing Orders Com- 
mittee had stated that they had nothing 
to do with the merits of the case. and all 
they had to do was, on the Exaininer’s 
Report, to see whether the Standing 
Orders should be suspended. The failure 
to make a deposit was a serious thing in 
itself, but he held that promoters, when 
they came forward asking for powers as 
against individuals, could not be too 
careful and strict in the information 
which they gave to the public in com- 
plying with the Standing Orders. 
Parliament had to safeguard the rights of 
individuals in this way. In this case 
the plans were not whit they should 
have been, and a great many cases of 
non-compliance with the Standing Ovders 
were pointed out by the Examiner. 
Uniler these circumstances it was per- 
fectly impossible for the Committe: to 
recommend that the Standing Orders 

EK 2 
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should be suspended. A Motion like this | 


struck at the very root of the working 
of the Standing Orders, and it was 
utterly impossible for the House at large 
to come to a just decision upon the 
merits of a case like this. It was quite 
necessary that the House should take 
great care in appointing its Committees, 
but, alter having done this, such Com- 
mittees should be given pretty large 
powers, and the House should repose 
considerable confidence in them. If they 
carried this Motion they would open the 
door to all sorts of similar Motions in 
the future on the part of people who had 
committed such /aches as were proved to 
have been committed in the present case. 
He appealed to hon. Members to reject 
this Motion. * 


*Mr. DAVID MORGAN (Essex, Wal- 


thamstow): Mr. Deputy-Speaker, I desire 
as a business man to ask the House to 
reject the hon. Baronet’s Motion, because 
the House has, in its wisdom, delegated 
certain powers to the Committee on 
Standing Orders, and it is not business if, 
having done so, it now decides to over- 
ride the decision of that Committee. I 
will not repeat the arguments of the 
Chairman of the Committee on Standing 
Orders, or those of the hon. Member on 
the other side (Mr. Ellis), also a member 
of the Committee, as they have dealt 
fully with what passed when the Hammer- 
smith and North-East London Bill was 
before the Committee on Standing Orders. 
To my mind the remarks of the two 
Members were most conclusive, and I 
beg the House to reject the Motion ofthe 
right hon. Baronet. 


Str FREDERICK BANBURY (Cam- 
berwel!, Peckham) said he wished to 
draw attention to an important point, 
and that was the omission of the pro- 
moters in this case to pay the deposit. 
That point had been alluded to by his 
right hon. friend, but the real import- 
ance of it had not been brought before 
the House. The object oi the deposit was 
to prevent people coming forward and 
getting powers, and then waiting to see 
what they could get by disposing of them 
to other persons. This was a very 
important thing in the interests of the 
public and in the interests of everybody 
concerned in this scheme. 


Mr. John Ellis. 
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*Dr. SHIPMAN (Northampton), in 
supporting the Motion, denied that it 
involved any lack of confidence in or 
respect for the Standing Orders Com- 
mittee. Was any want of confidence 
intended when a few weeks back the 
Chairman of Committees (Mr. Lowther), 
through the hon. Member for Hampshire, 
made a similar Motion? He too, in- 
tended no disrespect to the Standing 
Orders Committee, but he thought a 
great public injustice would be done 
unless these two schemes were con- 
sidered together. They would also find 
precedents for this Motion in the case 
of several Irish Railway Bills. The 
hon. Baronet the Member for Peckham 
had intimated that this was a sort of 
wild-cat scheme. 


Str FREDERICK BANBURY denied 
that he had said anything at all as to 
the merits of the scheme, for he never 
went into that question at all. 


*Dr. SHIPMAN said the promoters 
had spent large sums of money in support 
of their scheme which had aiready been 
approved of, and to suggest they were 
unable to afford the deposit money was 
a very unfair way of putting it. They 
had held back the deposit because they 
were told officially in 1903 that no schemes 
would be considered in reference to tube 
railways until a certain Commission had 
made its Report, and they were told that 
until that Report was forthcoming it 
would be impossible for Parliament to 
consider these schemes. On Novembe: 
4th, 1904, the Board of Trade also issued 
a notification through the Press in- 
forming all those about ta promote 
tube railways not to bring forward their 
Bills. Consequently the Hammersmith 
Railway promoters, knowing that, held 
back on the ground that thev did not 
want to pay a large deposit and then be: 
told that they could not proceed with 
their Bill. When they fonnd that the 
North-East London Railway had taken 
their name, and had come into the field 
ignoring the notification of the Board o' 
Trade, thus trying to take from the 
Hammersmith Railway promoters the 
result of their labours, then they felt it 
was absolutely necessary to bring their 
case before the Standing Orders Com- 


_mittee. They also had a new ground to 
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put before the Committee in the fact 
that they were willing to modify their 
scheme and confine it to that portion 
which competed with the North - Hast 
London Railway’s proposals. 
House to follow 
example which had been set by the 


fore asked the 


Hammersmith, City, and 


He there- 
the 


Chairman of Committees and the hon. 


Member for Hampshire. 
two schemes 


Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Black, Alexander William 
Brigg, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 
Cameron, Robert 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dobbie, Joseph 

Doogan, P. C. 

Kdwards, Frank 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Farrell, James Patrick 

F french, Peter 

Findlay, Alexander( Lanark, NE 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Griffith, Ellis J. 
Hammond, John 


\cland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
\gnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
\ilhusen, Augustus Henry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Balearres, Lord 

Banbury, SirFrederickGeorge 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Bell, Richard 

Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 

Bond, Edward 

Brassey, Albert 

Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell. James 

Campbell, J.H.M.( Dublin Univ. 
Carson, Rt. Hon.SirEdw. tH. 
Cavendish, V.C.W.( Derbyshire 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Rt. Hon.SirJohnc. R. 
Corbett, A.Cameron(Glasgow) 


Unless 


were allowed to move 
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AYES. 


Hardie,J. Keir (Merthyr Tydvil 
Harrington, Timothy 
Higham, John Sharp 

Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Vincent P(Cavan,W. 
Kilbride, Denis 

Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Law, Hugh Alex.( Donegal, W.) 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Fadden, Edward 

M‘Kean, John 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Doherty, William 

O’ Dowd, John 


NOES. 


Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Crooks, William 

Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Davenport, Wiiliam Bromley 
Davies,Sir HoratioD.(Chatham 
Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan) 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickson, Charles Scott 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Ellis, John Edward (Notts. ) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Finch, Re. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir R.B (Inv’rn’ss B’ghs 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Forster, Henry William 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gordon, Hn.J.E (Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, Maj. Evans(T’rH’ mlets 
Grant, Corrie. 

Grenfell, William Henry 


Hamilton, Marq.of(L’nd’nderry 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 

Heath, ArthurHoward( Hanley 
Heath, Sir Jas.(Staffords. N.W. 
Henderson. Arthur (Durham) 


Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E. | 


Horniman, Frederick John 
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together pari passu the public interest 
would not be served, and a great in- 
justice would be done to the Hammer- 
smith Railway Company. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 71; Noes, 
(Division List No. 156.) 


O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O’ Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Parrott, William 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, JohnE.( Waterford) 
2ichards, Thomas (W.Monm’th 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Roche, John 

Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Slack, John Bamford 

Smith, HC.(North’mb. Tyneside 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, Sir A.(Glamorgan, E.) 
Tillett, Louis John 

Wason, John Cathcart (Orkney 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 


TELLERS FOR THE AyES—Sir 
Edward Strachey and Mr. 
Joseph Howard. 


Hudsoa, George Bickersteth 


Hunt, Rowland 


| Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 


Jeifreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 


| Johnson, John 
| Jordan, Jeremiah 


Kearley, Hudson E. 


| Knowles, Sir Lees 


| Laurie, 


Lieut-.General 


| Law, Andrew Bonar(Glasgow) 


Lawson, J. Grant (Yorks. N. R. 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland- Barratt, Francis 

Lee, ArthurH.(Hants., Fareham 
Leese, SirJosephF.( Accrington 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 


| Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriesshire 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG.(Midd’x | 


Milvain, Thomas 
Montagu, Hon.J.Scott( Hants. ) 


| Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamstow 


Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 


| Mount, William Arthur 


| 


| 


Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
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Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Pease, J. A. (Satfron Walden) 
Zemberton, Johas. G. 

Percy, Earl 

Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John 8. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Rose, Charles Day 
Royds,Clement Meclyneux 
Runciman, Walter 

Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 


{COMMONS} 
Shackleton, David James 
Sharpe. William Edward 1 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 


, 


' Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 


Smith, RtHnJ. Parker( Lanarks 
Smith, Hor. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Scares, Ernest J. 

Stewart, Sir Mark J. M*Taggart 
Taylor, Theodore C.( Radcliffe) 
Thompson, Dr. EC( Monagh’n,N 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tomlinson, Sir Win. Edw. M. 
Tully, Jasper 

Ure, Alexander 

Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hal! 
Walrond, Rt. Hn. SirWilliam H. 
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Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon. 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Sir W.H. (Yorks 
Woltf, Gustav Wilhelm 
Woodhouse. Sir JT.(Huddersf'd 
Wrehtson, Sir Thomas 


TEILERS FOR THE NoEs—Mr. 
Halsey and Mr. Buchanan 





SUPPLY [67H ALLorrep Day.] 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. JeErrreys (Hampshire, N.) in the 
Chair. ] 
CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE 
PARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1905-5. 
Chass If. 


DE- 


Motion made, and Question proposed, | 


“That a sum, not exceeding £58,595, be 
granted to His Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge 


which will come in course of payment | 


during the vear ending on the 31st day 
of March 1906, for the Salaries and other 
Expenses in the Department of His 
Majesty’s Treasury and Subordinate 
Departments, including Expenses in 


respect of Advances under The Light | 


tailwavs Act, 1896.” 


Masor SEELY resumed his remarks in 
contention that it weuld 


Defence without further discussion. 
Certainly, with regard to the Admiralty, 
although they might have administered 
the Navy with great skill and discretion, 
they bad been wholly lacking in that 
foresight to future developments, 
which alone could induce the Committee 
to take action from which there could be 
no retreat. When questions were raised 
of Army and Navy policy on previous 
occasions, the Prime Minister informed 
them that was not the proper time to 
raise those matters ; and they now asked 
for enlightenment as to what wes really 
intended by the reduction of the Navy 
and the proposa/ to reduce the Volunteers. 


as 


be unwise to | 
adopt the views of the Committee of | 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR indicated dissent, 


Masor SEELY said that on March 
lith, 1905, the Prime Minister did say 
that a Regular Army was required to 
reinforce the Indian Army at the early 
stage of a war. The right hon. Ceutle- 
man would find that statement in 
Hunsard, Since they were now discussing 
the question as to whether this was the 
proper time to have a disclosure of the 
real intentions of the Government, he 
would tell the right hon. Gentleman 
what in point of fact he did :ay. In 
reply to a Question of his own the right 
hon. Gentleman said that it was not the 
| proper time for the hon. Member to pro- 

pound his views as to the proper duties 
of the country. Being asked when the 
time would be, the right hon. Gentlema: 
said the rules provided a proper occasion. 
Surely now was the time, when the Com- 
mittee were discussing the possibility ot 
invasion, and the question whether we 
/ were to abolish or reduce our Auxiliary 
Forces on the ground that they were not 
enlisted for service on the Indian frontier, 
/and that they would be of no use for that 
purpose. If this country could not be 
invaded they were of no use jor any othe: 
purpose, and as a corollary the formation 
/of a home-service Army was unnecessary. 
Ii the Prime Minister proposed to take any 
further part in the debate, he owed to the 
| House an explanation why it was he was 
| supporting the Secretary of State for War 
in takirg the most serious steps of forming 
a short-service Army for home service 
except in t'me of war, and disc: uraging 
| all voluntary effort in the defence of the 
| Empire. As no one could foretetl the 
circumstances which wae might bring 
forth, it would surely be rashnoss o1 
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madness to discourage or refuse any offer | 
of service in the defence of the Empire, | 
no matter from whom or whence it came. | 
‘This question was agitating the mind of 
the country. During the last few days | 
he had received many letters showing | 
that it was now impossible to recruit for 
the Militia, the Yeomanry, and_ the 
Volunteers owing to the w.despread belief | 
that im consequence of the Committee 





of Defence having decided that in-| 
vasion was impossible, acd that | 
the Auxiliary Forces were useless | 
for service abroad, all effort in that | 


di'ection would be in vain. The policy 
of the Committee of Defence seemed to 
he to discourage voluntary effort, and at 
the same time to heap scorn on the idea | 
of conscription. In that way danger lay. 

Of course, it was a comfortable doctrine 
io many people. It wasa doctrine which 

rust appeal to those who thought that 

conscription was the only solution of the 

military problems of the Empire; for 
t.ey Trecozuised that the sapping of the 

pitriotism of the country involved in the 

discouragement of voluntiry effort must 

inevitably lead to the adoption of 

Continent i! military methods. He would 

recommend the Prime Minister to ponder 

upon his own words when he first pro- 

posed the Committee of Defence to the 

“You must not expect too 

much, War is much too full of surprises.” 

That was «a bett-r attitude of mind than 

one of practicilly telling the people that 

they might sifely relax their efforts to 

fit themselves for war. He had thought 

that they might welcoine the Committee 

of National Defence. But he found that, | 
after all, it w.s adopting the school of 

thought which meant less effort and less 

patriotism, and he for one would vote 

against that conclusion. For that reason 

he moved the reduction of the Vote. 


Ho ise. 


Colonies. 


Motion male, and Question proposed, 
“That Item E (Committee of Defence, 
Salaries, ete.) be reduced by £100.°-— 
(Major Seely.) 


*Mr. RENWICK (Neweastle-on-Tyne) 
said that while he agreed with one portion 
he disagreed with another portion of | 
the speech of the hon, and gallant Gentle- 
man. He must say that he thought the 
hon. and gallant Gentleman was too | 
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ithe Army by a single man. 
| that by managing the Army on busine $ 
| lines a considerable sum might be saved, 
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hard on the Admiralty when he referred 
to the attitude assumed in 1835 wher 
the introduction of steam into Her 
Majestv’s ships was suggested. He agreed 
with the portion of the speech which depre- 
cated any further reduction in our Navy or 
our Army, and he further agreed wiih 
the hon. and gallant Gentlemai in the 
importance he attached to the Vo unteers. 


He wassure thev were all pleasedtohave 
heard the very instruetive speech of the 
Prime Minister. He had given them an 
enormous amount of most useful informa- 
tion with regard to our home defence and 


Fi 
,) 


| the defence of our Colonies and of India. 
/The Prime Minister had lifted, he ven- 


tured to say, a load from the minds of 
many people in this country by assuring 
them. on the authority of the Committee 
Defences, they now fear an 
Mvasion in foree of this country. Not 
long ago the Secretary for War told the 
House that an invasion in force would 
mean conscription. That 


neel noi 


statement 
depressed the House and the country 
generally, but that depression had bee. 
lifted by the speech of the Prime Minister. 
They heard, however, that in case of war 
on the Indian frontier eight divisions, of 


80,000 men in all, would be needed 
in the first vear, and he wonderel 
wher+ the men could be got if we 


were to reduce the Army as suggested 
by many members of the Oppositicn. 
He would point out to the House 
also that if eight divisions would be 
required in Afghanistan the enemy would 
also be active in other places against this 
country, and a very much larger number 
of men would be needed to defend 
vulnerable parts of the Empire. In the 
war in South Africa they had to send 
against two small Republics no less than 
$45,000 men from this country and the 
If 445,000 men were needed 
for that comparatively small war he 
asked the House what might be needed 


‘should we be at war with a great Power. 
| He, therefore, sincerely hoped that the 


Committee of Defence would not reduce 
He agreed 


but it would be penny wise and pound 
foolish to attempt to save mouey by 
reducing the Army in time of peace, and 
then in war have to recruit men at very 
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great cost. He held that the power | 
of the Navy did not affect by one 
iota the necessity for an efficient Army. | 
We had had a large number of naval | 
wars and land wars, but he believed that | 
in the future our wars would be on the 
land and not on the sea; for, depend 
upon it, foreign nitions were quite alive 
to the fact that our strength was on the 
sea. He believed that they would 
endeavour to embrio’i us in the future, 
asin the past, on the land; and therefo:e 
we ought to have every available soldier 
possible to enable us to meet any 
emergency. 


The Prime Minister had said that 
we need not any longer fear an in- 
vas:on of this country in foree; although 
he acknowleged that an attempt might 
be made to land 70,000 men. He 
himself did not believe that it was 
possible that that number of men could 
land here. Possibly, however, there 
might be a raid, and if the Volunteers 
were not considered suffici.n: to repel an 
invasion in force, surely they could be 
depended upon to repela smill raid. He 
believed the Government was mistaken 
in under-estimating the value of the 
Volunteers. It was implanted in the 
minds of the people of this country that 
when tie Navy was otherwise occupied 
we might be invaded, and that the 
Voluntzers were the force to repel that 
invasion. The Volunteers were a con- 
necting link between the lower and the 
upper classes of this country, and they 
ought to be encouraged. Speaking as 
an employer of labour and representing 
employers of labour, he could say that 
they would rather see the Volunteers 
increased than the Regulir Army in- 
creased; because if the Regular Army 
was increased that would at once with- 
draw from active employment the very 
best body of young men, 


Tue DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN : The hon. 
Member is not in order to go into such 
details. 


*Mr. RENWICK said he would impress 
on the Government the necessity of re- 
considering this question of the Volun- 
ieers, and he would like the Prime 
Minister to take the opportunity of saying, 
in the course of his reply on the debate, 

Mr. Renwick: 
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that it was not the intention of the Gov- 
ernment to seriously curtail the Volun- 
teers, 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
KE.) said that anyone who had listened to 
the debate must have been fully satisfied 


‘that the Amendment moved by the right 


hon. Gentleman the Member for Forest 
of Dean had been amply justified. The 
statement of the Prime Minister indicated 
a complete severance from the traditions 
and policy of the past, and, if they were 
to agree as to the wisdom of the present 
policy, then they were right in censuring 
the policy of the past, and from that aspect 
alone the Amendment of his right hon. 
friend was fully justified. 


There was one point on which he 
did not think anything had b en said 
during the debate. That was the 
relation of the Prime Minister to 
the Committee of Defence. Under the 
Treasury Minute which was addressed 
to the First Lord of the Treasury under 
which the expenditure of this Committee 
was sanctioned, this Committee was 
treated not as a Committee of Imperial 
Defence, but as a Committee to consist of 
the Prime Minister and such other mem- 
bers as he might from time to time sum- 
mon. He imagined that among the 
members which the Prime Minister would 
summon would be Ministers of War and 
Marine, but there was no obligation on 
him for doing so. He could not help 
thinking that that omission in the con- 
stitution of the Committee might pre- 
judice the relations of the Ministers of 
War and Marine with the Prime Minister 
for the time being. That was a relation 
which could not, and ought not to be lost 
sight of if the functions of this Committee 
were to be considered. 


In his very interesting speech the 
Prime Minister laid it down that 
there were three things to be con- 
sidered by the Committee —colonial, 
Indian, and home defence; and he 
pointed out that the existing Committee 
was the successor of two preceding 
ones —the Joint Naval and Military 
Committee, and the first Committee 
of Defence. Now, he should like 
to quote what was the policy of those 
two previous Committees in relation to 
the defence of our colonial possessions, 
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whether self - governing or Crown 
colon'es— 

“The true policy of a great State having 
vast interests to protect all over the world is 
to assume naval supremacy as the basis of 
Imperial defence. This alone is the determining 
factor in shaping defensive policy.” 

But they laid down this further propor- 
tion -- 

“that no supremacy can prevent isolated raids 
of hostile cruisers conveying small bodies of 
men. 

The result of that policy was that they 
took most elaborate precautions and 
spent large sums of money in securing 
places essential to the Navy jor coaling 
and refitting. The policy of the past 
had been departed from with a light 
heart. The Prime Minister said that 
aiternoon that new conditions rendered 
old fortifications and old ships useless, 
and he pointed out that St. Lucia had 
been abandoned on the ground of its 
inconvenient situation as a naval port, 
and too near a French torpedo 
station. The obvious reply to that was 
that St Lucia was not more inconvenient 
to-day than it was ten years ago, and 
therefore he could not seriously support 
a policy of that kind. He maintained 
that if the people of the West Indian 
Islands had been fully aware of the 
military policy of the Government, they 
would not have been so keen to accept 
the sugar policy of the Government. 
Surely that was not the real reason for 
the abandonment of the West Indian 
Islands. These islands were close to an- 
other great Power whose sentiments were 
not always quite friendly to us. The 
precent happy relations with the United 
States made the force we had in 
times past maintained in those waters 
unncessary to-day ; but who could guar- 
antee that a great naval battle would 
not be fought in the vicinity of the West 
Indiin Islands, and, therefore, there 
should be a harbour there for the repair 
of vessels. The West Indian Islands 
had been from time immemorial the 
cockpit of naval warfare just as 
Belgium had been the cockpit of land 
warfare on the Continent, and it was un- 
wise not to keep up a harbour in these 
islands for the repair of a British fleet. 

The right hon. Gentleman had gone fully 
into the question of the invasion of Eng- 
Jand and had rebuked the hon. Member 


as 
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for the Isle of Wight for dealing with the 
Volunteers, a question which, he declared, 
was not suitable for debate at the present 
moment. He challenged the right hon. 
Gentleman on that point. A month ago 
the right hon. Gentleman s1id, in reference 
to some remarks of his hon. and gallant 
friend the Member for the Isle of Wight, 
that there had been a perfect miscoucep- 
tion of the rile to be played by the 
Volunteers in connection with home 
defence; and then he went on to say 
that he did not mean to go into that 
argument at the present time because a 
more appropriate opportunity would be 
afforded to consider it shortly. Therefore, 
the hon. and gallant Member for the Isle 
of Wight was quite entitled to discuss the 
condition of the Volunteer force in relation 
to the possibility of an invasion of these 
islands. 
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In referring to the Indian policy of 
the Government, the Prime Minister 
told the House that we had failed to pre- 
vent Russian expansionin Asia by diplo- 
matic means. That raised the question, 
on whom depended the diplomacy on 
which the Government had acted? If we 
had constantly thrown obstacles in the 
way, and thwarted Russian expansion in 
Europe, could it be wondered at thas 
Russia had sought expansion by other 
means which had proved a source of diffi- 
culty to us. The Prime Minister had 
dealt at length with the question of the 
possible invasion of India through 
Afghanistan, and slightly on the question 
of a possible invasion through Beluchis- 
tan; but the right hon. Gentleman had 
not dwelt on waat seemed to him to be a 
far more important approach to India, 
and that was by way of Persia. Now 
Russia had, in the words of the right hon. 
Gentleman, great influence in Persia; not 
so many years ago he spoke of what he 
was pleased to call the “identification ” 
of Persia with Russia. There was a pro- 
cess of peaceful absorption going on. 


It seemed to him that Russia 
during the past five or six years 
had taken strong steps towards 
that process of “identification.” Russia 


had made roads from her own frontiers 
through the heart of Persia; she had 
made large loans to Persia and had for- 
bidden Persia to receive loans from any 
other country until 1912. She controlled 
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the whole Persian trade by means of 
Belgian Custom-house officers; she had 
developed a railway system leading up to 
the Indian frontier; she had practically 
swallowed Northern Persia, and was in a 
position to swa!low Southern Persia as 
well, He wanted to know whether the 
very detinite warning or menace addressed 
by the Prime Minister to Russia with 
regard to Afghanistan would be repeated 
with respect to Persia, in which direction 
the danger to our Indian Empire was 
more to be apprehended. He did not 
hims:lf believe that an attack on India 
would be made through the passes of 
Afghan'stan, but that an approach would 
he made, perhaps, along the shores of the 
Persian Gulf, and between Beluchistan 
and Persia. Ifthe conclusions and argu- 
ments of the Government were to be 
pushed to their legitimate conclusion he 
was not sure that they might not say to 
themselves, ‘‘{s there any reason for our 
maintaining «a large standing Army 
in the future?” 

There were other possible complica- 
tions which had not been mentioned 
in the debate. He wondered how 
many people recollected that we had 
guaranteed the integrity and independence 
of half the smaller States in Europe— 


Belgium, Luxembourg, Switzerland, 
Portuga!. in fact there was hardly a 


smal! country in Europe that did not 
depend for its existence on our guarantee. 
[An Hon. MemBer: Jointly.] Yes, 
but what was the use of our joining in 
the guarantee? He would put this 
Question to hon. Gentlemen who over- 
looked this aspect of the subject : ‘ Are 
we to forego our obligations co these 
countries, or are we to prepare military 
forces which will make our guarantee 
respected ?”? He himself thought that 
there should be a reduction of ex- 
penditure and of the number of men 
required in the Army; but he was sure 
of this, that while military expenditure 
depended on policy, policies other than 
our Own were often guided by our 
expenditure and that of other countries. 


CoboneL SANDYS (Lancashire, 
Bootle) said he was sure that they were 
all in agreement that the speech of the 
right hon. Gentleman at the head of the 
Government was one which had created 


Mr. Charles Hobhouse. 
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a sense of satisfaction to a great many 
minds in this country with reference to. 
the foreign policy of the Government. 
The Committee of Defence had stated 
that this country could not be iivaded 
by a larger force than 70,000 men ; but 
he confessed that that did not carr 
conviction to his mind. Invasion was 
very improbable as long as we were 
free from foreign complications ; but in 
circumstances which might detain ow 
Fleet at a distance from our shores, it 
was quite possible that an invasion could 
be made at different points. It was not 
necessary that 70,000 men should be 
landed at once. All that was necessary 
was that 10,000 men should be landed 
at a point in the North of Scotland, 
at another point on the east coast, and 
at a point on the coast of Wales, or 
at other places. These 10,000 men would 
only require to hold two or three square 
miles of country to enable 30,000 o1 
40,000 men to come on some days aiter. 
Our home military organisation should 
be directed to cope with that danger, 
and crush the 10,000 men before the 
additional 40,000 could be landed. He 
thought it right to say that the state- 
ment that we were free from invasion, 
as the Committee of Defence had laid 
it down, had to be accepted with caution. 


As to colonial defence he did not pro- 
pose to go into it, but with regard to 
the third great portion of the subject, the 
invasion of India, it was one on which he 
could speak with great confidence, having 
given considerable attention to it and 
having spent a considerable portion of 
his life on the North-West Frontier. He 
might say this, that the settled policy oi 
Russia to invade India was held to be an 
accepted fact by every officer in India 
and also by every native. And it wes 
the traditional policy of Russia, as laid 
down by Peter the Great, that the ac- 
quisition of India was necessary for the 
development of Russia. Russian policy 
was not a matter of Party policy, 
as it was with us, but it was a polic) 
which was carried on unswervingly, 
and he had no doubt that if we could 
have access to the documents of the 
Russian Chancellerie we should find that 
the policy of Peter the Great was stil 
carried on unswervingly by Russia. We 
might be hoodwinked by the specious 
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promises of Russia, as we had frequeatly 


been, but he hoped we should not be so | 
hoodwinked again, and that we should | 


prepare for the inevitable. He shared the 
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apprehensions entertained by the preced- | 


ing speaker as to the advance of Russia 
throug Persia. He believed that 
that would be the preliminary stage to- 
wards the invasion of India. He did not 
be'ieve it would be necessary for Russia 
to bring her strategic railways absolutely 
to the frontier of Afghanistan. In 
Afghanistan itself railway engineering was 
a matter of very great difficulty, but if 
they could advance tho<e railways within 
a molerate distance of the 


Afghan | 


frontier there was a great quantity of | 
'the great object with which we arranged 


camels in that country which could carry 
grain up, and they could trust to their 
army to reach Kabul. What we had to 
io now, as had been pointed out in the 
Prime Minister’s speech, was to check the 


advance of Russia by a strategic railway | 


iowars our frontier as was done by them 
in Manchuria, the line of railway in ques- 
‘tion leading to a proionged war which 
Was ,olng on at the present moment. [i 


we once allowed them to get a footing on | 


the Persian Gulf or to carry their railway 
» the frontier we should have to 
doin India what the Chinese had to do 
in Manchuria. Forewained was  fore- 
armed. It had been the policy of 
this country to defer her preparations 
until the danger was at the door. We 
had had an object-lesson of that in the 
war in South Airica. We had another 
object-lesson in the way in which the 
Japanese prep red slowly and persistently 
before the misfortune of war came upon 
them, and when it did come they were 
iealy. We never were realy, but if we 


projects t 


were not realy when Russia was ready to | 


invade India we should lose India. He 
pressed upon the Government and the 
House generally the advisability of say- 
ing that,as we had become a Continental! 
power in Asia, and had Continenta! 
respousibiities with regarl to military 
detence—although our admirable Navy 
iiust be relied upon to a great extent, 


and yet not entirely for that de‘ence— 


that in future it should be rested upon 
inilitary action, and towards that end the 
action of the Committee of Defence» was 
one upon which he congratu'ated the 
Prim» Minister anl the country. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: T think the 


Committee will, perhaps, desire me to 
make a brief answer to some of the criti- 
cisms that have been passel upon what 
[ have said this afternoon, and upon the 
general subject of the Vote. In the first 
place, with regard to the Vote, I dissent 
from the view which has been expressed 
with some emphasis by one or two Mem- 
bers opposite, that this is the proper 
occasion on which t» discuss the Volun- 
ters, the Army organisation, and other 
cognate subjects. It is impossible to 
deny that the Volunteers have a relation 
to national defence, or that the Regular 
Army, the Navy, diplomacy, and finance 
are all connected intimately withit. But 


to put down this Vote, at the reques' 
originally, [ think, of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for the Forest of 
Dean, was not that we might afford 
a new opportunity for discussing the 
subjects I have just mentioned, 
but that we might deal, and deal 
only, with those subjects which, while 
relevant to the problem of national 
defence, were out of order on the Votes 
either of the Army, Navy, or diplomacy. 
So much for the limits to which, I 
venture to say, our debate should be 
confined. 

I pass to the critiesm which th> 
right hon, Gentleman the Member for 
the Forest of Dean developed at some 
length with regard to our withdrawal! 
from certain naval stations, a criticism 
which was partly based, [ think, on 
naval and partly on financial considera- 
tions. Let me take first the naval con- 
siderations he alleged. 1 think his state- 
ment was in one importint particular 
erroneous, though the error was a very 
natural one, He seems to think that one 
of the naval stations to which we attach 
less importance than our predecessors 
is Hong-Kong. 


*Str CHARLES DILKE denied ,that 
he made that ssecific statement ; he said 
there was a reduction of the garrisoa at 
Hong-Kong which seemed inconsistent 
with the present state of things. That 


| place had been rather heavily fortified 


the garrison having been fixed in accord- 


‘ance with the numbers required for a 


defence which should free the Fleet, as 








151 Civil Services and Revenue 


the phrase went, but now that garrison 
had been reduced. Of course he knew 
that dockyard expenditure was going on 
there now. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have not 
been able since the right hon. Gextleman 
spoke to consult the documents, but I 
believe—I am confident—he is wrong in 
supposing that any reduction has taken 
place in relation t> the authorised de- 
fence of Hong-Kong. There was an 
additional battalion placed there at one 
time, net for the purpose of defending 
Hong-Kong, but in relation to the 
Chinese troubles. Those troubles are 
over, and that additional battalion has 
been witndrawn; but I am confident I 
am right in informing the right hon. 
Gentleman that the existing garrison is 
the garrison which has alwavs been re- 
garded as adequate for the defence of 
that place. Should any doubt remain on 
the question, if the right hon. Gentleman 
will kindly put down a Question on the 
Paper [ will give him all the information 
he requires. 


Now I come to th2 undisputed part 
of the right hon. Gentleman’s speech, 
that part relating to St. Lucia and the 
West Indies. The hon, Gentleman who 
spoke last but one and other speakers in 
this debate regretted that we had aban- 
doned a p'ace upon which much money 
had been spent, and which they thought 
would be still extremely useful as a base 
for naval operations. The money may 
have been ill-spent, but the fact that it 
was ill-spent does not ;make it better to 
say that you will keep a place which on 
strategic grounds you had better abandon. 
T do not think that the fact that money 
has been wasted is a reason for wasting 
more. The expenditure is now brought 
toanend. The reason why the expendi- 
ture was originally undertaken was in 
consequence of the Report of a very strong 
Commission—the Carnarvon Commission 
—whose general tendency was to con- 
centrate our forces, and who carried on 
the old tradition that the West Indies 
were likely to be the centre of an import- 
ant action between different Powers. The 
Report was based on the view that the 
West Indies were likely to be the scene 
of a great fleet action, and that decision 
seemed to us to be in the least degree 


Sir Charles Dilke. 
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probable. We thought that actions 
between the fleets of any European 
Powers were likely to take place in a 
theatre of war far to the east of the 
Caribbean Sea; and although some of 
the great naval battles of the world have 
been fought in those regions, I hope and 
believe that we shall never again be 
engaged in a great fleet action in the 
Caribbean Sea. 


It has been made a_ matter 
ofa reproach that all this was not 
thought of before, and that more caution 
was not shown in this expenditure. [Let 
the Committee consider for a moment 
how this kind of criticism would tell upon 
any great change and any great reform 
either in naval or military or other 
matters. You could not get certitude in 
these matters even if you had to do with 
persons of infinite knowledge as regards 
the existing conditions. The conditions 
change, the dispersion of sea power 
throughout the world varies, the size of 
vessels varies, the weapons used by 
the vessels vary, tactical methods vary, 
and with these variations there inevitably 
occur the sort of variations that render 
useless the expenditure which at the time 
may have been fully justified. And, of 
course, that expenditure will be carried 
on, and ought to be carried on until it 
becomes quite clear that the new view 1s 
the correct one. To remain in a state of 
floating indecision, neither dealing with 
the old policy as if it were true nor 
making up your mind upon a new policy, 
cannot be wise and is not wise. A wise 
min would pursue the opposite course 
and say, ‘“‘We saw that circumstances 
were changing and considered them, and, 
after having fully considered them, we 
see that some vital and fundamental 
alteration must be made in our strategic 
considerations.” The part of the wise 
man is, in what I understand is a City 
phrase, ‘To cut your loss,” to admit 
that the old conditions have changed 
and that you have been mistaken, and to 
redistribute the forces of the Empire 
as sound strategy and sound economy 
best dictate. Now, I am _ not pre- 
pared to deny that there was a ms 
take made in the case of St. Lucia. 
But it was not wholly a mistake. The 
conditions have greatly altered since the 
decision was originally come to. 
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The hon. Member for the Isle of Wight | 
devoted a great deal of his time to an | 


argument by which he seemed to indicate 
that the Defence Committee and their ad- 
\isers were Wrong because many Boards 
of Admiralty and many War Office Ad- 
ministrations have been wrong in the 
past. Of course they have been wrong. 
The naval and military history of this 
nation and of all nations is strewn with 
mistakes, and will continue to be strewn 
with mistakes. In questions so difficult 
and so changing it is impossible to get 
in every case a decision which wisdom 
after the event will ultimately show to be 
the right one. The members of the 
Defence Committee do not claim, either 
for themselves in their individual capacity 
or in their collective capacity, that they 
are endowed with any special wisdom. 
What is claimed for the Defence Com- 
nittee is that it provides mechanism by 
which such wisdom as we can collect 
together may be brought to a convenient 
focus and worked not in antagonism but 
in harmony for the attainment of a 
common object. The hon. Member for 
King’s Lynn mentioned a case which 
gives an apt illustration of these very 
changes in Admiralty opinion in the past 
which have been made the subject of 
comment—the case of Trincomalee. No 
doubt the Admiralty were at one time— 
again it was Lord Carnarvon’s Com- 
mission—desirous that in addition to 
Colombo we should have a harbour at 
Trincomalee. As a matter of fact, the 
‘tores have not been kept there for a 
long time, for it has not shown itself to 
be of use for a convenient naval base. 
It was perfectly right that it should be 
abandoned and the Committee were right 
in endorsing that suggestion. On this 
question of costly error there is one 
other observation suggested to me by 
the interesting speech of the hon. and 
learned Member for Haddington. He 
spoke in laudatory terms of the Com- 
mittee of Defence, and he looked for- 
ward to the period when the Committee 
of Defence, or other bodies consti- 
tuted on the lines of it, should bring 
the scientific element into every Depart- 
ment of our Government, and he would 
desire to have something analogous 
to the Committee of Defence dealing 
with such matters as public health. 
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Every one who will look through the 
history of medical opinion as regards 
public health during the last fifty years, 
and the amount of money spent in 
obedience to medical opinion, will find 
as great a crop of errors and as large an 
expenditure of public money which 
subsequent knowledge has shown to be 
ill-spent as anything connected with the 
Army and the Navy. It is regrettable 
but it is inevitable. As long as we are 
fallible, as long as the House of Commons 
is not entirely composed of men possess- 
ing Solomon’s wisdom, so long shall we, 
acting on the best opinion we can obtain 
and which science can give, commit 
errors which the science of the next day 
will say have been of the grossest 
description. 


There is one very curious moral 
which one or two. speakers, but 
not the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for the Forest of Dean, have 
drawn from what I have said, They 
seem to think that the sober and modest 
estimate which I gave of the dangers 
which we fearon the North-West Frontier 
of India were of such a character as to 
indicate, together with the views which 
the Committee held, that we might 
largely reduce the numbers of our 
Regular Army. I[ do not go into the 
question of the size of the Indian Army 
on this occasion, but I think that the 
right hon. Baronet put the point in a 
more accurate fashion. What he said 
was that my statement, with which he 
broadly agreed, was of a character which 
showed that no fundamental alteration 
could be made, by which I suppose he 
meant that compulsory service of some 
sort or another would be required in 
order to carry out our national obligations. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE said that he 
referred to the speech of the Secretary for 
War on April 5rd and the comments of the 
Conservative Press, that vastly larger 
forces than those contemplated would 
have to be sent to India in a shorter 
time, say in the first year of a war. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I did not say 
anything of what might be anticipated 


in the first year of a war, but I am afraid 


that in the first year of a war it will be 
found by the Government responsible 
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for meeting its needs that the erormous 
reductions which some hon. Gentlemen 
seem to anticipate will be quite 
impossible. I do not mean to develop 
that point ; but I raise a note of warning, 
because I understand that the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for 
drew from what I have said the infer- 


{COMMONS} 


Aberdeen | 
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regions to the west and south of Afvhani- 
stan itself; and I indicated that in my 
speech. But I confined myself, and | 
| think r.ghtly confined myself. to the two 
_lines of advance which a! military critics 
are agreed are those which would be tho 
principal lines along which dangerous 
invasion is likely to take place. 


| 
| 


ence that the first thing which ought to | 


be done in consequence of the stitement | 


of the Committee of Defence was to 


begin to reduce the Regular Forces of the | 


Crown. I do not think that the Indian 
problem is otherwise than a grave 
Some hon. friends of mine seem 


to think [ rather contemplated as a remote 


problem. 


and impossible danger that we should be 


invaded by any neighbouring Power, and | 


that if we were so invaded the difficulties 
of Afghanistan and the provisions neces- 
sary would make the military attempt an 


impossible and illusory one. That is not | 


my view. And it is not the view of the 


right hon. Member for the Forest of Dean, | 


On the contrary, I think a war which was 
really undertaken for the conquest of 
India by any foreign Power, though a war 
which in its inception and earlier stages 
would be a slow war—I mean that not 
in one or two or three months should we 


see the collision of great forces or even | 
later—yet it would be a war that would | 


impose a strain on all our resources, and 
would require a great force of Regular 
troops even in what may relatively be 
described as its earlier stages—relatively, 
that is. to the duration of the operations. 
I do not think that any one who really 
heard and weighed the speech which I 
delivered this afternoon could doubt that 
that was what I intended to convey. 


With regard to Persia, I did not dea} 
with Persia; but, of course, the question 
of Persia has engaged our most anxious 
attention, and necessarily will do so. 
But [ do not think that it is so important 


a matter as those matters which I did dis. | 


cuss in connection with India. I do not 

think it probable that the main attack on 

India will be through Persia. I do not 

at all deny that subsidiary and collatera] 

dangers might be apprehended upon the 
Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


That is al! | have to say in answer to 
the, for the most part, kindly 
criticisms of my speech of this afternoon, 
But I have been reproached for not 
saving more about the constitution of the 
Committee of Defence itself. 


very 


Mr. HALDANE: The right hon. 
Gentleman promised to say something 
| on the colonial question. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That is true 
and | will deal with it in connection with 
the constitution of the Committee. It 
/may seem a paradox, but, after having 
‘given the matter the most careful con. 


| sideration in my power, I have come to 
| the conclusion 


that the only member 
of the Defence Committee who ought to 
have an indisputable right to be a mem. 
ber is the Prime Minister himself. It is 
perfectly true that as a matter of practice 
and in relation to almost all of the sub- 
jects that we have had under discussion 
there have been summoned to the meet- 


| ings of the Committee, not as witnesses, 


but as members, the two members of the 
Cabinet responsible for the Army and the 


| Navy respectively and their chief naval 


and military advisers. The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer is an almost constant 
attendant because, unfortunately, it is 
impossible to discuss a large number of 
'these questions irrespective of the state 
of the national Constantly, 
also, questions have arisen in which we 
have been obliged to ask the overburdened 
Minister for Foreign Affairs to come to 
assist us. Indeed, he has asked us to 
deal with questions in which his own and 
| other Departments are concerned, and on 
| those occasions, of course, he has to be 


finances. 
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takes 
authority, because no one knows of whom 
that tie 
Minutes state who was present and who 


present. Inthe same way the Colonial 
Secretary attends whenever any question 
which the 
directly interested ; and we have had 02 


is Taised in Colonies are 
more than one occasion also not merely 
the Colonial Secretary, but the Per- 
manent Under-Secretary for the Colonies, 
vho has given us valuable assistance. 
(bserve the enormous advantage of this 
If vou laid 


down fixed members of the Committee 


fexibility of constitution. 


every other person would come to the 
either as an 


a different 


on sufferance, 


meetings 
additional member or with 
satus, and that would carry with it what 
would be regrettable in the highest degree 
—namely, that when any colonial repre- 
sentative came over on a question in 
which the Colonies were interested, he 
would not come on precisely the same 
footing as Other members, but in the 
form, | will not sav of a suppliant, but 
of a 
bringing a request, or in some other 


witness or of an ambassador 
capacity than that of a member of the 
‘ommittee. He is now a ful! member 
of the Committee fora particular purpose, 
and that arrangement has the advantage 
oi making known to him the documents 
ofthe Committee, some of which are of the 
most confidential character, and are not 
to be 
world. 


scattered broadcast all over the 
They remain in the keeping of 
the only fixed and permanent member of 
the Prime 
that that 


the Committee — namely, 
himself. I 


constitution, 


Minister admit 


which has no_ statutory 
ébligation, and which can be changed by 
any successor of mine who desires to do 
80, is in itself at first sight singular. But 
those who habitually attend the Com- 
mittee have found it 
flexible; we have not found it open to 


any objection ; and if it be urged that it 


convenient and | 
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away from the Committee its 


would say 


it is constituted, I 


agreed to the resolutions at which the 
Committee arrived. These resolutions 
remain on record for the beneit of our- 
selves and our successors, and there 1; 
not the slightest danger of the House of 
Commons believing that the resolutions 
are expressed on the authority of an 
important body, when, as a matter of 
fact, they are expressed on the opinion of 
a Single individual who has perhaps very 


little authority. 


I think that probably answers the 
Question put to me by the hon. and 
learned Member for Haddington, and, 
Question 
Member 


if so, it also answers the 
by the hon. 
He said, 
questions 
Delence 


involve very nice points of international 


put to me 
and said 


that 


discussed 


for King’s Lynn. 


truly, that some the 


Committee of have 
law. That indeed is a fact. as any one 
who has served on the Committee during 
the present war knows to his cost; but 
for those purvoses we ask the Attorney- 
General to attend. He is for those pur- 
poses a member of the Committe». He 
comes and gives us his opinion; if there 


is a vote taken he will give his vote, just 


likeany other member of the Committee. 
So that, again, gives a further illustration 
of the great adaptability the 
present constitution of the Committee 


which 


gives to the varying circumstances of the 
national need. That is all i have to say 
in reply; and I can only thank the Com- 
mitiee, first, for having tolerated a very 
long speech at the beginning of the 
sitting, and then having patiently listened 
to such a defence as I am able to offer 


to the criticisms that they have in a 
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for meeting its needs that the erormous 
reductions which some hon. Gentlemen 
seem to anticipate will be quite 
impossible. I do not mean to develop 
that point ; but I raise a note of warning, 


because I understand that the right hon. | 


Gentleman the Member for Aberdeen 
drew from what I have said the infer- 


ence that the first thing which ought to | 


be done in consequence of the stitement 
of the Committee of Defence was to 
begin to reduce the Regular Forces of the 


{COMMONS} 
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regions to the west and south of Afvhani- 
| stan itself; and I indicated that in my 
| speech. But I confined myself, and | 
think r.ghtly confined myself. to the two 
_ lines of advance which a! military critic; 
are agreed are those which would be th» 
principal Jines along which dangerous 
invasion is likely to take place. 


That is al! | have to say in answer to 
the, for the most part, very kindly 
part, ; aly 


| criticisms of my speech of this afternoon 


Crown. I do not think that the Indian 
problem is otherwise than a grave | 
problem. Some hon. friends of mine seem 


to think I rather contemplated as a remote 
and impossible danger that we should be 


But I have been reproached for not 
saving more about the constitution of the 


Committee of Defence itself. 


invaded by any neighbouring Power, and | 
that if we were so invaded the difficulties | 


of Afghanistan and the provisions neces- 
sary would make the military attempt an 
impossible and illusory one, That is not 


my view. And it is not the view of the 


right hon. Member for the Forest of Dean, | 


On the contrary, I think a war which was 
really undertaken for the conquest of 


rhich in its inception and earlier stages | ; 
which in its Inception and earlier stages ‘the conclusion 
would be a slow war—I mean that not | 


in one or two or three months should we 


impose a strain on all our resources, and 
would require a great force of Regular 
troops even in what may relatively be 
described as its earlier stages—relatively, 

hat is, to the duration of the operations. 
I do not think that any one who really 
heard and weighed the speech which I 
delivered this afternoon could doubt that 
that was what I intended to convey. 


With regard to Persia, I did not dea} 


with Persia; but, of course, the question | 
of Persia has engaged our most anxious | 


attention, and necessarily will do so. 
But [ do not think that it is so important 
a matter as those matters which I did dis. 
cuss in connection with India. I do not 
think it probable that the main attack on 
India will be through Persia. I do not 
at all deny that subsidiary and collatera] 
dangers might be apprehended upon the 
Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


Mr. HALDANE: The right hon. 
Gentleman promised to say something 


'on the colonial question, 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That is 
and | will deal with it in connection with 
the constitution of 


true 


the Committee. It 


|may seem a paradox, but, after having 


° ; |viven the matter the most careful con- 
India by any foreign Power, though a war 


sideration in my power, I have come to 
that the only member 
of the Defence Committee who ought to 


ss | have an indisputable right to be a mem. 
see the collision of great forces or even | 


later—yet it would be a war that would | 


ber is the Prime Minister himself. Ir is 
perfectly true that as a matter of practice 
and in relation to almost all of the sub- 
jects that we have had under discussion 
there have been summoned to the meet- 
ings of the Committee, not as witnesses, 
but as members, the two members of the 
Cabinet responsible for the Army and the 
Navy respectively and their chief naval 
and military advisers. The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer is an almost constant 
attendant because, unfortunately, it is 
impossible to discuss a large number of 
these questions irrespective of the state 
of the national Constantly, 
also, questions have arisen in which we 
have been obliged to ask the overburdened 
Minister for Foreign Affairs to come to 
assist us. Indeed, he las asked us to 
| deal with questions in which his own and 
| other Departments are concerned, and on 
| those occasions, of course, he has to be 


finances. 


om. 
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present. In the same way the Colonial 
Secretary attends whenever any question 
the 
directly interested ; and we have had 01 


is taised in which Colonies are 
more than one oecasion also not merely 
the Per- 


manent Under-Secretary for the Colonies, 


the Colonial Secretary, but 
yho has given us valuable assistance. 
Observe the enormous advantage of this 
lf you laid 


down fixed members of the Committee 


flexibilitv of constitution. 


every other person would come to the 


meetings on sufferance, either as an 
additional member or with a different 
satus, and that would carry with it what 
would be regrettable inthe highest degree 
—namely, that when any colonial repre- 
seltative came over on a question in 
which the Colonies were interested, he 
would not come on precisely the same 
footing as other members. but in the 
form, | will not sav of a suppliant, but 


of a 


bringing a request, or in some other 


witness or of an ambassador 
capacity than that of a member of the 
Committee. He is now a full member 
of the Committee for a particular purpose, 
and that arrangement has the advantage 
of making known to him the documents 
ofthe Committee, some of which are of the 
most confidential character, and are not 
to be scattered broadcast all over the 
world. They remain in the keeping of 
the only fixed and permanent member of 
the Prime 
that that 


the Committee — namely. 
himself. I 


constitution, which 


Minister admit 


has no statutory 
obligation, and which can be changed by 
any successor of mine who desires to do 
But 


those who habitually attend the Com- 


80, is in itself at first sight singular. 
mittee have found it 
flexible; we have not found it opn to 


any objection ; and if it be urged that it 


57 Civil Services and Revenue {11 May 1905} 


convenient and | 


Deport nents Esti:nates. 153 


takes from the Committee its 
authority, because no one knows of whom 
that the 


Minutes state who was present and who 


away 


would say 


it is constituted, I 


agreed to the resolutions at which the 
Committee arrived. These resolutions 
remain on record for the beneit of our- 
selves and our successors, and there is 
not the slightest danger of the House of 
Commons believing that the resolutions 
are expressed on the authority of an 
important body, when, as a matter of 
fact, they are expressed on the opinion of 
a single individual who has perhaps very 


little authority. 
[ think that probably answers the 


Question put to me by the hon. and 


learned Member for Haddington, and, 


if so, it also answers the Question 
put to me by the hon. Member 
for King’s Lynn. He said, and said 
truly, that some questions that the 


Committee of Defence have discussed 
involve very nice points of international 
law. That indeed is a fact. as any one 
who has served on the Committee during 
the present war knows to his cost; but 
for those purposes we ask the Attorney- 
General to attend. He is for those pur- 

He 
there 


is a vote taken he will give his vote, just 


poses a member of the Committe>. 
comes and gives us his opinion; if 
likeany other member of the Committee. 
So that, again, gives a further iilustration 
of the grea 
present constituiion of the Committee 


adaptability which the 


gives to the varying circumstances of the 
national need. That is all i have to say 
in reply; and I can only thank the Com- 
mitiee, first, for having tolerated a very 
long speech at the beginning of the 
| sitting, and then having patiently listened 
'to such a defence as I am able to offer 


ito the criticisms that they have in a 
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very kindly spirit given utterance to 
during the course of the afternoon. 


Mr. HARWOOD (Bolton), while con- 
sidering that the appointment of a 
Committee of Defence was a step in the 
right direction, thought it did not go far 
enough and was not placed on a proper 
There should be more accuracy in 
The Secretary for 
War was wrongly named. He was 
Secretary for the Army. He hoped the 
new offices in Whitehall would not be 
called the War Office if they were going 
We had two 


arms—the Army and the Navy—and we 


basis. 
the use of terms. 


to be used for the Army. 


wanted one brain to govern the two, 
That brain should be the brain of the 
Minister for War. It might be said they 
could not entrust such power to one man, 
and probably that was in the mind of the 
Prime Minister when he organised the 
Committee of Defence. Why call it the 
Committee of Defence? They could not 
distinguish between defence and offence. 
When they 
fighting. When it was war it was war. 
The Committee should be the Committee 
‘of War, not of Defence, as we might be 


were fighting they were 


defending or we might be attacking. 
The Prime Minister had said the Com- 
mittee of Defence had worked well, be- 
cause this person and that person had been 
called in for this purpose and that pur- 
pose. But look at the South African War. 
They had no one responsible. They could 
not find the right horse on which to put 
the saddle of blame. The nation would 


not be content unless the Prime Minister 


organised some responsible body who 


could be blamed if things went wrong, 


and praised if things went right. A_ 


shifting or varying constitution was not 
the sort of thing to deal with a matter 
Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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of life and death such as war. He hoped, 


therefore, that the Prime Minister would 
place the matter on a logical basis, orga- 
nise a Council of War, give it a definite 
and let Parliament be 
consulted as to how it should be eon- 
stituted. Let the nation know who 
composed it, and let it be responsible 


constitution, 


to the nation. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) thought 
the question of finance ought to receive 
more attention from the Committee, 
The excellent principles which the Prime 
Minister had that day enunciated had not 
the slightest reflection in the Estimates 
of the year. If there was no serious 
danger of invasion, and the India prob- 
lem was less pressing, why were we 
spending from £65,000,000 to £70,000,000 
on the Army and the Navy this year, 
with Naval and Military Works Bills, 
involving a further expenditure of 
£6,000,000 or £7,000,000, to follow? 
There never was a Government which 
gave so little serious thought to the 
expenditure of public money as. the 
They 


had not paid their way in any single 


Administration now in power. 


year. The Prime Minister had borrowed 
money and spent it everywhere, and he 
now told the misguided nation that the 
Although 


he was being told ali the while that the 


expenditure was all worthless. 


policy was very questionable he still 
plunged on. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: This is pure 
romance. 


Mr. LOUGH considered the 
ruption of the Prime Minister a 
He did not regard the 


For the last seven 


inte?- 
most 
ofiensive one, 


matter as romance. 
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years he had urged this view; he, at 
least, was consistent, which was more 
than could be said of the Government. 
The way in which the question of cost 
was considered by the House of Com- 
mons and treated by the Prime Minister 
was simply shocking. Instead of meet- 
ing their liabilities the Government 
borrowed money, and would leave it to 
their successors to find means of paying 
it off. The only reason for the change 
of policy announced that day was that the 
and the 


Prime Minister was afraid to go any 


nation had become angry, 


further. The people were evidently 
going to take the matter into their own 
hands, and the sooner they did so the 
better, as matters could not possibly 
gy on for many years longer with the 


present wretched management of national 


finance, for which the Prime Minister, | 


more than anybody else, was responsible. 


Sir. ELLIOTT LEES (Birkenhead) 
considered it a matter for congratulation 
that at last the military and nava’ 
policy of the country was co-ordinated 
under one control, and that there wa 
at the head of affairs a body responsible 
as were the general staffs in European 
countries, but of much greater weight. 
The nation would rejoice to hear that 
the opin‘on of naval and mil-‘tary experts 
was now so harmonised that a serious 
invasion of this country might be re- 
garded as impossible, and the announce- 
ment as to the diminished likelihood oi 
an invasion of the North-West Frontie 
of India wou'd be received with equal 
gratification. The foreign policy of Lord 
Salisbury had been amply justified. Five 

we had three great land 
open to attack—the South 
African, the Canadian, and the Indian— 
and of those the only ove that need now 
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‘be seriously considered was the North ~ 


West Frontier of India. Such a result 
redounded to the credit of the Adminis- 
tration. 


And, it being Midnight, the Chairman 
left the Chair to make his Report to the 
House. 


The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House that the CHarRMAN oF Ways and 
Means was unable, owing to indisposition, 
to resume the Chair as Deputy-Speaker, 


Whereupon Mr. JErrreys, Deputy- 


Chairman, took the Chair as Deputy- 


| Speaker, in pursuance of the Standing 


Order, 


Committee report Progress; to sit 


again upon Monday next. 


jADJOURNMENT. 
Motion made, and Question, proposed, 
“That this House do now adjourn.”— 
(Sir A. Acland-Hooa,) 


Masor SEELY (Isle of Wight) asked 
what course the Patronage Secretary to 
the Treasury proposed to adopt with 
regard to the talking out of the Motion 
on the Vote for the Committee of Defence 
by a supporter of the Government. In 
addition to thereybeing several Army 
matters upon which information had been 
jesired but not given, the Opposition had 
been anxious to take a division on the 
grave question of public extravagance. 
Under the circumstances he hoped the 
right hon, Gentleman would be able to 
arrange for a continuance of the debate 
so that a decision might be taken. 

F 
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Mr. McCRAE (Edinburgh, 1.) urged 
the advisability of an early day being 
given for the discussion of the Volunteer 


Vote. The logical conclusion to be 
drawn from the statement of the 
Prime Minister was that the Volun- 
teers would not be required to be 


kept up to their pre sent strength, and 
that probably was the guiding principle 
It at 


any rate pointed to the desirability of an 


in the Secretary of State’s policy. 


early announcement being male as to 
the part the Volunteers were to play in 


the scheme of national defence. 


Str ELLIOT LEES (Birkenhead) said 
that, as his Parliamentary conduct had 
been impugned, he might sav he had 
not the same opportunities of catching the 
Speaker’s eve as hon. Members opposite, 
there being more Members on his side 
of the House, but he was quite sincere in 


his remarks. He had very serious 
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Gentleman would be thrown down from 
his ill-gotten eminence. 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkealdy Burghis), 
in supporting the request of the kon, 
Member for the Isle of Wight, pointed 
out that many Members had come back 
to the House for the express purpose of 
taking partin the division. He suggested 
that the Government should sllow the 
decision of the House to be taken on the 


Report stige. 


*THe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE. 
TARY oF TREASURY (Sir A, 


AcCLAND-fHoop, Somersetshire, Welling- 


THE 


ton) promised to bring the matter to the 


notice of the Prime Minister. 


(ues loi pul, and asreel to. 


NEW BILL, 


views on the question of national defence, | 


and he would be very glad if a further | 


opportunity for discussion could be 


given, 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 8.) 
said he had been in the House for nearly 
twenty years, but he had never seen 
Parliamentary tactics reduced to the 
level to which the Prime Minister had 
brought them. Although the days 
allotted to Supply were supposed to be 
for the ventilation of the views of 
private Members, the Prime Minister 
made speeches of inordinate length, 
and then left the House at the 
critical moment at the close of the de- 
bate, allowing one of his supporters to 
talk the matter out. He hoped the time 


would soon come when the right hon, 


MERCHANT SHIPPING (PILOTAGE). 
Billto amend The Merchant Shipping 
| Act, 1894, in respect of Pilotage Certifi- 
cates, ordered to be brought in by Sir 
Henry Seymour King, Mr. Gibson Bowles, 
Sir John Colomb, Sir Robert Penrose 
FitzGerald, Major Evans-Gordon, Mr. 
Joyce, General Laurie, Mr. Llewellyn, 
Sir Gilbert Parker, Mr. James Reid, and 
| Mr. Runciman. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING (PILOTAGE) BILL. 

“To amend The Merchant Shipping 
Act, 1894, in respect of Pilotage Certifi- 
cates,” presented accordingty, and read 
the first time; to be read a second time 
upon Thursday, 25th May, and be 
| printed. [Bill 210.] 


Adjourned at twenty-two minutes 
after Twelve o'clock, 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, 12th May, 1995, 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Humber Conservancy Bill [u.u.J]. A 
witness ordered to attend the Select 
Committee. 


Dublin Corporation (Superannuation) 
Bill; North Sussex Gas Bill. Read 2", 
and committed. 


Baker Street and Waterloo Railway 
Bill; Charing Cross. Euston, and Hamp- 
stead Railway Bill; Edgware and 
Hampstead Railway Bill. Brought from 
the Commons; read 1°; and referred to 
the Examiners. 


West Cumberland Electric Tramways 
(Extension of Time) Bill [#.1.]. Returned 
from the Commons agreed to. 


London Squares and Enclosures (Pre 
servation) Bill [u.u.]. Report from the 
Select Committee, That it is not expedient 
to proceed further with the Bill; read, 


~ and ordered to lie on the Table. 


commencement of 


(*) at the 


Asterisk 


win 


Blackpool Improvement Bill [x.u.]. 
Report from the Select Committee, That 
the Committee had not proceeded with 
the consideration of the Bill, no parties 
having appeared in opposition thereto ; 
read, and ordered to lie on the Table. 
The orders made on the 21st of February 
and 3lst of March last discharged, and 
Bill committed. 


PETITIONS. 
LICENSED HOUSES. 

Petitions for early closing of ; of Execu- 
tive Committee of Stepney Ruridecanal 
Church of England Temperance Society ; 
Reading and District Temperance Coun- 
cil; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


ECCLESIASTICAL COMMISSIONERS 
BILL [.t.}. 


Bill (on Motion) (by leave of the House) 
withdrawn. 


VOL. CXLVI. [FourrH Ssrtzs.] 


Order Confirmation Bill, 165 


NEW BILL, 


ECCLESIASTICAL COMMISSIONERS 
(No. 2) BILL [ #.1.}. 

A Bill to provide for the appointment 
of an additional Church Estates Com- 
missioner and for matters incidental 
thereto, Was presented by the Lord 
Archbishop of Canterbury; read 1°; and 
to be printed. (No. 72.) 


EDUCATION BOARD PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS CONFIRMATION  (LIVER- 
POOL, ETC.) BILL [4.1.1]. 


Read 2 (according to order). 


EDUCATION BOARD PROVISIONAL 
ORDER CONFIRMATION (LONDON 
No. 1) BILL [1.t.}. 


Read 2" (according to order). 


EDUCATION BOARD PROVISIONAL 
ORDER CONFIRMATION (LONDON 
No. 2) BILL [u.t.]. 


[SEconD READING. ] 


Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 


Moved, “That the Bill be now read 
2"."—(The Marquess of Londonderry.) 


THe Eart or LEVEN anp MEL- 
VII.LE: My Lords, I have been asked to 
oppose this Bill on the ground that the 
people in the immediate neighbourhood 
where the school is proposed to be erected 
--Hotham Road, Putney—object, I be- 
lieve without exception, to its erection, 
and that they hive not had that oppor- 
tunity, which the Education Act lays 
down, of bringing forward their objection: 
to the proposed site. By this Billacruel 
injustice is done to the people who live in 
the immediate neighbourhood of the pro- 
posed site for the new school. The houses 
are of a superior class and inhabited by 
people with incomes of £300, £400, or 
£500 a vear, and have nice gardens. The 
leases of some of the houses have only 
five years to run, and, the ground land- 
lord being willing to sell, the autho-i- 


ties have not considered the intere-ts 
of the tenants at all, but are re- 
‘commending this site, in preference 


to one which is more suitable in other 
| ways, on the ground that it can be 


G 
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acquired at a cheaper price owing to the 
shortness of the leases. In this matter 
not only the tenants affected, but the 
people residing on the opposite side of 
the road and in the immediate neighbour- 
hood ought to be considered. 
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At a distance of from 200 to 300 yards 
from this site there are a large number 
of smaller houses; indeed, the whole of 
the surrounding district is covered with 
little houses inhabited by the working 
classes, and it may be that a site in that 
district is more expensive to purchase 
than the site in question, where the houses 
are larger and the leases have only a short 
period to run. But the authorities are 
not justified, in order to save expenditure, 
in inflicting a great injustice on the 
tenants of the houses scheduled. In 
Section 2, Sub-section 2, of the London 
Education Act it is laid down that the 
site of a public elementary school shall 
not be determined upon until after con- 
sultation with the council of the borough. 
Tam informed that this section has not 
been complied with. On October 20th the 
London County Council wrote to the 
Wandsworth Porough Council stating 
that they had decided to obtain compul- 
sory powers to acquire this site, and that 
was the first intimation the borough 
council had of it. On November 11th 
the borough council formally objected 
and proposed other sites, and I am in- 
formed that the council still object to 
this site. 


The body called the school managers, 
who are elected one-third, I think, by the 
Lordon County Council, and one-third by 
the ratepayers—at any rate, they are a 
thoroughly representative body — have 
considered this site, and condemned it by 
thirteen to one; and I am told that over 
3C0 ratepayers have opposed it. At the 
local public inquiry which was held by 
the Education Board, not a single witness 
residing or interested in Putney gave evi- 
dence in support of this site; such 
evidence was only given by the London 
County Council officials. Thechildren in 
the immediate neighbourhood «attend 
higher-grade schools, and it is contended 
that the site for a public elementary 
school should be chosen nearer to the 
houses where the children live who would 
use the school. While these things do 
not generally move speedily, the progress 


The Earl of Leven and Melville. 
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of events on this particular occasion 
seems to have been extraordinarily rapid, 
The report of the Education Board 
Commissioner was dated April 6th. The 
advertisement inserted in the newspapers 
did not appear until May 5th—a month 
afterwards; but on May 9th, after the 
expiration of only four days, this Bill was 
put down in your Lordships’ House for 
Second Reading. The persons affected 
urge that there has not been sufficient 
time given inthis matter, and I appeal 
to my noble friend the noble Marquess 
at the head of the Board of Education to 
put the Bill off in order to give the in- 
habitants of the neighbovrhood an oppor- 
tunity of expressing the objections which 
they so strongly feel to it. 


*THE LORD PRESIDENT or tne 
COUNCIL anp PRESIDENT or tue 
BOARD or EDUCATION (The Marquess 
of LonponperryY): My Lords, I need 
hardly sav that if I could meet the wish 
of my noble friend by postponing the 
Second Reading of this Bill, I should be 
delighted to do so, but it is impossible for 
me to accede to that request. Before 
the Bill was read a first time in your 
Lordships’ House, the Board of Educa- 
tion had taken all the preliminary 
steps necessary under the Act of Parlia- 
ment, and in the circumstances I do not 
think it is possible for me to postpone 
its further progress. My noble friend 
told a most pathetic tale with regard to 
the houses that are to be compulsorily 
taken under this Bill. I would, however, 
point out that the leases of the houses to 
which he alluded, and which are no 
doubt excellent houses, and occupied by 
well-to-do persons, have but a very few 
yearstorun. The houses were let on long 
leases, which, I am informed, expire in 
1910 or 1911; and as the owner of the land 
on which these houses stand did not ap- 
provethe proposal of the County Council, 
I do not think I should be justified in 
withholding permission. Moreover, many 
of the houses in the immediate neighbour- 
hood are cccupied by people whose 
children frequent the elementary schools. 


IT hope my noble friend will not think 
that { do not sympathise with those 
who occupy the houses adjoining the 
site. Ido; but the County Council have: 


pressed upon us the absolute necessity of 
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a school being built in that area, and 
the amount of land available for the 
purpose being very limited they have 
naturally fixed upon the site which they 
think most suitxble for the purpose, and 
convenient for the children in the neigh- 
bourhood. ‘Two sites are in question. 
There is the Hotham Road site, in the 
borough of Wandsworth, and another 
site, 300 vards off, known as the Bigg’s 
Road site. I do not think in point of 
convenience or suitability there is any- 
thing to choose between the two; but one 


could be acquired a great deal cheaper | 





than the other, and the County Council | 
very wisely selected the cheaper one— 


the Hotham Road site. The rateable 
value in this case is £265 a year; 
whereas the rateable value in the other 
case is £786 a year. 


In addition to that, | 


the Hotham Road site would involve no | 
re-housing, whereas on the Biggs Road site, | 


which the noble Lord said was a_pre- 


ferable one, there is so considerable a | 


population of the working classes that, 
according to statute, the County Council 
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grounds at the commencement, they 
withdrew those objections during the 
proceedings at the public inquiry. As 
I have told your Lordships, the owner of 
the property did not oppose the grant 
of compulsory powers, and, after all, 
I think he is the most important person 
to be considered. I regret extremelv 
that any action on the part of the 
Department, of which I am the head, 
should be the cause of heart burnings 
among the people whose property is 
taken, but, as your Lordships know, there 
is considerable difficulty in finding sites 
for schools in the various districts of 
London, and, when it is decided that a 
site has to be taken, I am afraid it will 
seldom happen that there will not be 
objections from some quarter. I regret 
that I cannot see my way to comply 
with the request to postpone this Bill. 


Order Confirmation Bill. 


Tue Eart or LEVEN anv MEL- 
VILLE: I must ask your Lordships’ 


| indulgence in order to move the rejection 


| of this Bill. 


would have to undertake the building of | 


houses to replace those taken down, 


and in all probability the erection of | 


the school would be thereby delaved. It 
isagreed on all sides that a school is 
necessary in that district; and the 
County Council fixed upon the cheaper 
site and the site on which they could 
build a school at the shortest notice. 


If 1 am correctly informed, 
over 300 ratepayers were represented by 
counsel at the local inquiry in opposition 
to the acquisition of this site, and not a 


| single witness residing or interested in 


My noble friend contended that the | 


objections of the habitants of Wands- 
worth had not been sufficiently heard. 
I do not for one moment deny that there 
has been considerable feeling against the 
compulsory parchise of this site, and I 
regret that we had to give our sanction to 
a site the acquisition of which caused 
such an amount of heart-burning; but I 
must take exception to the noble Earl's 
statement that the objections of those 
opposed to the purchase were not pro- 
perly heard. The Board of Education, 
acting in acordance with the section 
which my noble friend quoted, sent down 
« Commissioner to inquire into the whole 
matter, and full notice was given of the 
liquiry, So that anyone who wished to 
opject could attend and do so. The 
borough council were heard at the in- 
quiry, and though I am bound to say 
they strongly objected on technical 





Putney gave evidence in support of it. 
In those circumstances I beg to move 
the rejection of the Bill. 


Amendment moved— 


“To leave out the word ‘now’ and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘upon 
this day six months.’ ”’—(The Earl of Leven and 
Melville.) 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: My Lords, I 
hope my noble friend will not persist in 
the objection he has raised tc the Second 
Reading of this Bill. After all, it is 
absolutely necessary that these schools 
should be built, even though they may 
cause a certain amount of inconvenience 
to the people who live near them. This 
seems to be a case where a school is to be 
erected on the cheapest, and, apparently, 
the best site, and so far from there having 
been any want of inquiry, the inquiry 
seems to have been an extremely full 
one. No doubt the residents round 
about the particular site proposed for 
this school do not wish the school to be 
built in that particular place. That is a 
thing we quite sympathise with; but it 

G 2 








171 
does seem to me that the public advan- 
tage is to be considered and should weigh 
against the individual wishes of a certain 
number of residents. The rea] point 
which my noble friend Lord Leven hag 
made is that the wishes of a certain 
number of people who live round this par- 
ticular site should carry weight against the 
a ivantage of the whole district. I think 
the noble Marquess, the President of the 
Board of Education, made outa perfectly 
clear case that it is to the advantage of 
the district as a whole, and also of the 
ratepayers, that this particular s'te should 
be taken. I quite unders‘and that the 
residents living near would prefer that 
the school should not be crected there, 
but, as I have said, the wishes of indi- 
viduals must give way to the advantage 
of the district asa whole. I therefore 
hope my noble friend wll net pers’st in 
his Amendment, for I think the case 
made out by the Education Board is one 
that will command the general assent of 
those who consider it from an impartial 
point of view. 


Mr. Speaker’s 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess 
of Lanspowne): My Lords, I wish to 
join in the appeal that has just been 
made by my noble friend opposite to the 
noble Karl who moved the rejection of 
this Bill. If he had been able to show 
that there had been any omission or anv 
irregularity in the proceedings, I think 
‘we should all of us have been inclined to 
entertain his proposal favourably, but I 
cannot learn that there was any such 
omission or irregularity. He has told us 
that the evidence taken at the local 
inquiry did not do entire justice to the 
feelings of some of the residents in the 
neighbourhood. That may be the case, 
but Iam assured on the best authority 
that the inquiry which took place was an 
extremely full one, Jasting two days; and 
I understand that the borough council 
was represented at that inquiry with 
great ability. I have no doubt that 
the erection of a school of this kind 
in the proximity of villas of the type 
which the noble Lord described may be 
regarded as an inconvenience by some of 
the residents in those villas, but surely 
that is not to be pressed as a reason for 
either not having the school at all or 
driving it to sume less convenient site. 


Lord Tweedmouth. 
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I am told that the only alternat've site 
was considered, and that that sie was 
not only less convenient, but also, for the 
reasons given by the noble Marquess the 
President cf the Education Eoard, much 
more expensive. With regard to the 
question of evidence, I am also told that 
evidence was in fact given in favour of 
the site by an alderman of the Wands- 
worth Borough Council. In these cir- 
cumstances, I must say I think it would 
be a very strong order that this Bill 
should be rejected by your Lordships 
simply because some of the residents in 
the neighbourhood of the proposed school 
would prefer that the school should be 
built elsewhere. 


THe Ear LEVEN  anp 
MELVILLE: My Lords, after the 
statement which has just been made by 
the noble Marquess the Leader of the 
House, that an alderman of the borough 
of Wandsworth was in favour of the 
acquisition of this site, I am bound to 
say my case is very much weakened. 
But this is the first I have heard of it. 
I was informed that there was not a 
single inhabitant in favour of this site. 
After what has been said, I beg leave to 
withdraw my Amendment, but I hope 
that if anything can be done in Committee 
to lessen the hardship on the persons in 
question it will be done. 


OF 


Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 


On Question, Bill read 24, 
House adjourned at five minutes 


before Five o'clock, to 
Monday next, Eleven o'clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, 12th May, 1905. 


The House met at Twelve of the Clock. 
Mr. SPEAKER’S ABSENCE. 

The House being met, the Clerk at 
the Table informed the House of the 
unavoidable absence of Mr. SpEeakeEr, 
owing to continued indisposition. 

Whereupon Mr. James WILLIAM 
Lowtugrr, the Chairman of Ways and 


Means, proceeded to the Table, and, 
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after Prayers, took the Chair as Deputy- 
Speaker, pursuant to the Standing 
Order. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
PRIVATE BILLS (PETITION FOR ADDI- 

TIONAL | PROVISION) (STANDING 

ORDERS NOT COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. Derury-Speaker laid upon the 
Table Report from one of the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in 
the case of the Petition for additional 
Provision in the following Bill, the 
Standing Orders have not been complied 
with, viz. :--Ulster and Connaught Light 
Railways Bill. 


Ordered, That the Report be referred 
to the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders. 


Brompton, Chatham, Gillingham, and 
Rochester Water Bill. Lords Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to. 


Holy Trinity, Portsea, Bill [Lords]. 
tead the third time, and passed, with an 
Amendment. 


Rotherham, Maltby, and Laughton 
Railway Bill. Read the third time, and 
passed. 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 11) Bill. ‘To confirm certain Pro- 
visional Orders of the Local Government 
Board relating to Durham and Framwel- 
gate, Hanley, and Southport,” presented 
by Mr. Grant Lawson; supported by 
Mr. Gerald Balfour ; read the first time ; 
and referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, and to be 
printed. [Bill 211.] 


Alexander Scott’s Hospital Order 
Confirmation Bill, ‘To confirm a Pro- 
visional Order, under The Private 


Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 
1899, relating to Alexander Scott’s 
Hospital,” presented by the Lord- 
Advocate, and ordered (under Section 7 
of the Act) to be considered upon 
Tuesday next. 

Order 


Dundee Water Confirmation 


Bill. “To confirm a Provisional Order, | 
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/under The Private Legislation Procedure 


(Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to Dundee 
Water,” presented by the Lord-Advo- 
cate, and ordered (under Section 7 of the 
Act) to be considered upon Tuesday next. 


Arbroath Corporation Water Order 
Confirmation Bill. “To confirm a Pro- 


visional Order, under The Private 
Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 


1899, relating to Arbroath Corporation 
Water,” presented by the Lord-Advocate, 
and ordered (under Section 7 of the Act) 
to be considered upon Tuesday next. 


PETITIONS. 
EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL 


Petition from Kilmore and Kilbride, 
for alteration ; to lie upon the Table. 


JUVENILE SMOKING BILL. 
Petition from Edinburgh, in favour; 
to lie upon the Table. 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO 
(SCOTLAND) BILL, 
Petitions in favour; from Alva; Avr- 
shire; Benholm; Dundee; Dunfermline 
(two); and Glaszow; to lie upon the 


Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
(SUNDAY) BILL. 
Petition from King’s Norton, in favour ; 
to lie upen the Table. 


SUMMARY JURISDICTION (CHILDREN) 


BILL. 


Petition from Wandsworth, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


THAMES ESTUARY (LIGHT VESSELS). 

Petition from Ramsgate, for connection 
with the shore by wireless telegraphy ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


WOMEN’S ENFRANCHISEMENT BILL. 


favour; from Ashton- 
Ayr; Belfast; Chelsea; 


Petitions in 
under-Lyne ; 


Fulham ; Levenshulme ; Liverpoo! ; Man- 


chester and Salford; and Rothesay ; to 
lie upon the Table. 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS 
SECURITIES. 
Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 6th April; Mr. Victor Caven- 
dish|; to lie upon the Table, and to be 


printed. [No, 162.] 
TRADE WITH SIBERIA. 
Copy presented, of Report on the 


condition and prospects of British Trade 
in Siberia, by H. Cooke, Special Commis- 
sioner of the Commercial Intelligence 
Committee of the Board of Trade [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


The Ministry of Commerce. 

Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR (Essex, Rom- 
ford): To ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether he can say when he 
will be able to lay before the House the 
proposals of the Government in regard to 
improving the status of the Local Govern- 
ment Board and the Board of Trade, and 
the creation of a Ministry of Commerce, 
as promised in His Majesty’s Speech from 
the Throne. 


(Answered by Mr. A.J. Balfour.) Tam 
afraid I am not yet in a position to 
assign a date for the introduction of this 
measure. 


British Trade in China. 

Mr. MOON (St. Pancras, N.): To ask 
the Under-Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether, in view of the fact that 
a number of British merchants have te 2- 
graphed from China to the Secretary of 
State representing that the Gov rnment 
of China ignores the Mackay Treaty, ren- 
dering the same ineffective in most 
essentials, and that the Government of 
China actively opposes the stipulations 
of that treaty as to currency, mining 
taxation, and navigation, His Majesty’s 
Government intend to take action in 
ref-rence to this representation. 


(Answered by Earl Percy.) On the 


receipt of the representation referred to, | 
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a telegram was addressed to His Majesty’s 
Minister at Peking, requesting him to 
obtain from the signatories a detailed 
statement of the matters which form the 
subject of their complaint, and which 
will receive the careful attention of His 
Majesty’s Government. 


Grants to Scotland for Education and 

for Relief of Rates. 

Me. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid.): 
To ask the Lord-Advocate if he camgive, 
for the year ended March 31st last the 
amount of the probate (or estate) duty 
grant received, the amount received of 
the proceeds of licences specified in the 
schedule to The Local Government (Scot- 
land) Act, 1889, the amount paid under 
cattle pleuro-pneumonia account, the 
amount paid to counties. burghs, ete, 
(relief of rates, etc.), and the balance 
which remained for relief of school fees, 
also the amount of the Scotch fee vrant 
for the same vear, and fur her for the 
Same year the amount recelved under 
the heads of Excise duties on beer and 
spirits, and on Customs, under the Act of 
1890, with the amount of the balance 
paid over to counties, burghs, etc.. for 
relief of rates or technica! education; 
and whether he can state the amount 
which stood at the credit of the fee grant 
account on March 31st last, after payment 
is made of the fee grant of 12s. per child. 


(Answered by Mr. Scott Dickson.) The 
amount paid under cattle pleuro-pneu- 
monia account for the vear ending March 
31st, 1905, was £1,440. The amount of 
fee grant vote for 1904-5 was £344.15], 
all of which was spent. The amount at 
the credit of the fee grant account on 
March 31st, 1905, was £109,473 8s. ld. I 
regret Tam unable to answer the other 
parts of the hon. Member’s Question, as 
the requisite material is not vet avatlable. 
Period of Repayment of Loans under 

Naval and Military Works Acts in Re- 

spect of Halifax, Bermuda, Jamaica, 

and St. Lucia. 

Mr. ASHTON (Bedfordshire, Luton): 
To ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
over what periods the repayments of the 
loans under the Naval and Military 
Works Acts made in respect of Halifax, 
Bermuda, Jamaica, and St. Lucia extend. 


(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 
Under the Naval Works Acts previous tw 
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1903 the period was not exceeding thirty 
years from July 6th, 1895, and under 
the Military Works Acts previous to 
1903 it was not exceeding thirty years 
from April 8th, 1897. Under the Naval 
and Military Works Acts of 1903 the period 
is not exceeding thirty years from the 
date of borrowing. 


Board of Inland Revenue and the Collec- 
tion of Agricultural Statistics. 

Sir OHARLES WELBY (Nottingham- 
shire, Newark): To ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury whether he will explain 
under what authority the Board of 
Inland Revenue, in certain cases, im- 
posed the work of collecting agricultural 
statistics totally unconnected with ques- 
tions of taxation, otherthan those known 
aa the Corn Returns, upon their officers. 


(Answered by Mr. Vector Cavendish.) 
‘The arrangements for collection of agri- 
cultural statistics by officers of Inland 
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Revenue were made neatly forty years 
ago, under the authority of the Treasury. 
Numerous other similar arrangements 
have been made from time to time 
whereby one Department of the public 
service is authorised to undertake on 
behalf of another Department duties for 
the transaction of which it may have 
special facilities. 


Direct and Indirect Taxation in Great 
Britain and Ireland. 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): To ask 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer if he 
will state the proportion of direct to in- 
direct taxation in the two islands of 
Great Britain and Ireland respectively 
during each of the last three years. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
The proportions of direct and indirect 
taxation in Great Britain and Ireland 
respectively, including local taxation 
revenue and excluding coal duty, were as 
follows :- 





Great Britain. Ireland. 
Direct. Indirect. Direct. Indirect. 
= ee | —— Bre ee 

} 
1902-3 - - | 53°9 46°] 26°6 73'4 
1903-4 - ea 50°6 49-4 278 72:2 

| 
1904-5 (estimated) | D0"4 49°6 274 72°6 


In an Answer to a Question of the hon. 
Member for South Kilkenny on the 
[3th + ultimo, I gave particulars to 
show that these proportions must not 
be taken to imply that Irishmen contri- 
bute more per head to indirect taxation 
than, or even as much as, inhabitants of 
(reat Britain. 


Deaths from Plague in India. 

Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) : To ask the Secretary of State 
for India if he can state the number of 
deaths from plague in the Punjab for 
each of the months of January, February, 
and March of this year; and the total 





t See (4) Debates, exlv., 84. 


number of deaths in India during each 
of the same months, 


(Answered by Mr, Secretary Brodrick.) 


Punjab. India. 
January - 29,009 126,526 
February - -| ST 126,041 
t Four weeksend- 
ing Ist April - | 60,046 199,22] 





+ Compiled from the Weekly Tabular Returns, 
as the Report for the calendar month of March 
has not yet been received from India. 
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Polling Booths in County Tyrone. 


Mr. DOOGAN (Tyrone, E.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that, since the passing of the Local 
Government Act, the polling booth for 
Coalisland and New Mills was fixed at 
Brackville, in the village of Coalisland ; 
that this year the polling station has 
been fixed at New Mills, an exclusively 
Orange quarter, on account of reports 
of disturbances during the last two 
elections in Coalisland, which reports 
were not made by any public body; 
and whether, in view of the police reports 
as to the only disturbance that took 
place, and of the fact that, of the total 
number of 600 voters in this unit, 450 
reside in Coalisland and 150 in New 
Mills, and the greater number of these 
would be unable to travel two miles 
after six o’clock and record their votes, 
that the accommodation in New Mills 
is unsatisfactory, there being neither 
telegraph office nor yolice station, steps 
will be taken to prevent the proposed 
change being carried out. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
duty of determining the number and 
situation of polling places and stations 
at local government elections devolves 
upon the returning officers for these 
elections, and the Local Government 
Board have no authority to intervene 
in-the matter. It is open to the hon. 
Member to make a representation on 
the subject to the returning officer for 
county Tyrone, who is the secretary of 
the county council, 


Outrage at Gortumloe, County West- 
meath—Police Inquiry. 


Mr. TULLY (Leitrim,$.): To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
ot Ireland whether the police authorities 
have taken steps to bring to justice the 
parties who fired into Deboe’s dwelling- 
house at Gortumloe, county Westmeath ; 
has the portion of the ammunition dis- 
covered on the scene of the outrage been 
compared with the stocks kept by the 
local dealers; and has any inquiry been 
made as to the movements of the parties 
on the occasion of the outrage who are 
licensed to keep breechloading guns in 
the locality; and whether he can state 
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what has been the result of the action. 
if any, of the police authorities in this 
case, 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
police have used, and are continuing to 
use, all possible exertions to discover and 
bring to justice the offenders in this ease, 
It is, for obvious reasons, undesirable 
to detail the steps which have been 
taken to that end, but the hon. Member 
may rest assured that nothing will be 
left undone which would tend to secure 
the object in view. 


Interference with a Nationalist Procession 
at Loop, County Kerry. 

Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.) : To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he can state 
on what grounds a contingent of Lissan 
Nationalists, returning on 17th March 
from a political meeting at Loop, county 
Kerry, were sought to be forcibly pre- 
vented from proceeding by the same 
route which they had traversed in the 
morning ; whether, seeing that Money- 
more or district were not proclaimed, 
what official had power to disperse an 
orderly procession ; whether he can state 
who gave the order to the police to use 
their batons; whether he is aware that 
after the Laton charge the contingent 
was allowed to proceed by the original 
route ; that prosecutions have since been 
instituted against the people who had 
been thus attacked; and whether  in- 
quiries will be made as to the cause of 
the discontent amongst the (Catholic 
population of the district with regard 
to the character of the local police 
sergeant. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
proceedings on this occasion are the 
subject of a pending prosecution, and 
until the case is decided I must decline 
to discuss the matter. 


County Donegal Land Appeals— Delay in 
Delivery of Judgment. 

Mr. McFADDEN (Donegal, E.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland what is the cause 
of delay in the delivery of judgment in 
the appeals in the land cases from county 
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Donegal, heard at 
8th February last. 


Strabane on the 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) Judg- 
ments were delivered in these cases on 
the &th instant. 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 

Mr. Hatsey reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection; That they had 
discharged the following Members from 


serving on the Standing Committee on 
Law, and Courts of Justice, and Legal 


of the Town 


Mr. Waldron 


Procedure, im respect 
Tenants (Ireland) Bull: 
and Mr. Harrington ; and had appointed 
in substitution: Mr. Vincent Kennedy 
and Mr. Charles Devlin. 


Mr. Hatsey further reported from the 
Committee of Selection; That they had 
discharged the following Member from 
serving on the Standing Committee on 
Law, and Courts of Justice, and Legal 
Procedure, In respect of the Marriage with 
a Deceased Wife’s Sister Bill: Mr. 
Malcolm; and had appointed in substi- 
tution : Sir Ernest Flower. 


Reports to lie upon the Table. 


VEHICLES’ LIGHTS BILLS. 


[SECOND READING. } 
Order for Second Reading read. 
Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) 


called attention to the fact that forty 
Members were not present. 


House counted and Members 


beins’ present. 


forty 


*Mr. BIGWOOD (Middlesex, Brent- 
ford) said that in asking the House of 


Commons to give a Second Reading 
to this Bill he was asking hon. Members 
to assent to a principle which had al- 
ready been carried out throughout the 
length and breadth of the land. There- 
fore, he did not think that he needed 
to take up a large amount of the time of 
the House because he thought there 
were very few hon. Members who would 


dispute the advisability of passing this | 
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very simple Bill. He did not remember 
a more simple Bill being brought before 
the attention of the House of Commons. 
So far as he could see it did not alter in 


one iota what already existed in the 
well-administered counties of England. 


9 


Clause 3 of the Bill did not provide 
that additional lights should be carried, 
but it simply insisted that one light 
should be carried to show either before 
or behind the vehicle. No doubt it 
would be said that the farmers could 
not afford this extra cost, but he wished 
to point out that by an Act recently 
passed they had given to the farmers 
D0 per cent. of their rates, and they 
were now being told that they were 
really so poor that they could not afford 
the additional cost of a penny rush- 
light at the back of their vehicles. He 
did not think this needed much talking 


about. All he was asking for in this 
Bill was to establish uniformity of a 


practice which was now carried out in the 
majority of the best-regulated counties 
in Kngland. He was not championing 
or voicing the objects of any of the 
associations which had made themselv s 
prominent—he alluded to motor-car, 
cycling, and road associations. They 
could very well take care of themselves. 
He was speaking entirely from practical 
experience gained in connection with by- 
laws with which he had been associated 
in passing for the county of Middlesex. 


Those who knew Middlesex were aware 
that it was a county adjoining London 
through which there was a large amount 
of slow and sleepy traffic from the agri- 
cultural districts, and the drivers in 
charge of such traffic were not always 
found proceeding on the right side 
of the road, and the result was not every- 
thing that could be desire!. He could 
assure hon. Members opposite that it 
was not so easy to pass by-laws as they 
appeared to think. No doubt he would 
be told that all they needed to do was 
to pass a by-law and get the Govern- 
ment Department to confirm it, and 
then they would have all they wanted. 
But they would not then have all they 
required because what he wanted was 
uniformity, and that was all he asked 
for in this Bill, It was much more 
simple to accept a Bill of this sort in 
order to secure uniformity, for it would 
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make 
At the present time the Government 
Department was bothered enough by 
various by-laws. Some _ people ex- 
pected the Government Department 
actually to approach the county councils 
and place before them model by-laws, but 
besides the countv councils they had 
also to deal with the boroughs. This 
Bill would consolidate the whole of the 
regulations upon this question, and he 
would leave motor-car owners and 
cyclists to look after themselves. A 
similar Bill to this was discussed in the 
vear 1897, but since that time there had 
heen an enormous increase in the usage 
of public roads by motors and other 
vehicles. The motor was now being 
used for commercial purposes, and of 
course they must improve their regula- 
tions in this improving age. He remem- 
bered the time when lights were few 
and far between on the country roads. 
As a young man he always found his 
eyes on a dark mght were good enough 
for anything, but they had got bevond 
that now. Motor-cars and motor-bicyles 
—fast running vehicles — were obliged 
to carry lights, but the slow - gong 
vehicles and the cart left on the 
side of the road were not required to 
carry a light and so they were liable to 
be run into. Was that reasonable ? 
In his opinion it was a perfect anomaly. 
This Bill sought to do what was being 
done in every well-regulated adminis- 
‘trative county in this country. 


Vehicles’ 


On what ground was the hon. Member 


opposite going to move the rejection of 
this Bill? Surely if there were any 
benefits to be derived from it Scotland 


ought not to be excluded. He was 
aware that Scotland was a favourite 
touring place, but that was all the 


more reason why Scotland should have 
the benefit of the Bill as well as England. 
He would like to give to the House a 
few reasons in favour of the passing of 
this measure. In the county of Middle- 
sex they had been establishing a very 
large system of light railways running 
into the suburbs and through into the 
country. He had received a copy of 
a letter from the general manager of 
the Wakefield and District Light Rail- 
ways Company which had been written 
to the general managers of other com- 
Mr. Bigwood. 
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panies, in which it was pointed out that 
as tramways were now being carried 
further into the suburbs, the need for ay 
enactment by which the men in charge 
of vehicles should be forced to safeguard 
themselves and others using the roads 
against accidents was becoming more 
seriously felt. The letter further pointed 
out that it seemed absurd that tram- 
cars and motor-cars should be compelled 
to carry lights behind whilst a crawling 
waggon with the driver often asleep 
should be exempt from carrying any 
lights. Tramears were as a rule so 
brilliantly lighted that it would indeed 
be a blind man who ran into a tramear 
from behind, whilst motor-cars travelled 
so fast that it was almost impossible for 
ordinary vehicles to run into them from 
behind, and yet both tramears and 
motor-cars had to carry lights behind, 
If hon. Members would only do hin 
the honour of reading this Bill, they 
would see that it did not add any fresh 
powers in any shape or form to what 
already existed in this country. His 
only desire in pressing forward this Bill 
was to pass a measure which would 
benefit all those who used public roads. 
He begged to move the Second Reading 


of this Bill. 
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Lirur.Cotonet TUFNELL (Essex, 
S.E.) said that as an agricultural Member 
he hoped he should be allowed to sav a few 
words upon this most admirable Bill 
which had been so ably introduced by the 
hon. Member for Middlesex. [t 
quite true that along country lanes motor- 
cars and vehicles were running very often 
at great rates, and as they were all aware 
country roads and lanes were not lighted 
at all, so that the risk was all the greater 
to ordinary people who had to drive or 
walk along those roads at night. It 
was all very well in towns where there 
were lots of lights, but this Bill would not 
apply so much to the towns as to the 
country districts. One objection, how- 
ever, he should like to point out, and his 
objection applied to the vast number of 
country carts which passed from the 
county of Essex to the London market. 
Very often it happened that in the early 
morning the drivers of these carts fell 
asleep and therefore they became a source 
of danger to the ordinary travelling 
The objection he wished to put 
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forward was that in the case of a sudden 
puff of wind or a severe jolt, this was 
often sufficient to put out the light at- 
tached to a vehicle. It had been fre- 
quently found that cyclists had been 
brought up before the magistrates and 
fined, not because they had no lights on 
their bicyeles, but because the light had 
happened for the moment to go out in 
consequence of a puff of wind or a jolt. 
Admirable as this Bill was, he thought 
there should be something put in the 
measure to provide that if the lights acci- 
dentally went out in this way the drivers 
should not be fined. The fourth clause 
proposed that, “any person who shall 
cause or permit any vehicle to be drawn 
or driven” without being provided with 
the lamp or lamps required should be 
liable to a penalty. He suggested that 
if the word “ wiltully ” were inserted 
before the word “ cause ” the case would 
be met. If a lamp had gone out acci- 
lentally it would be rather hard that a 
inan should be fined. Subject to that 
exception, he cordially supported the 
Second Reading of the Bill. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘That the Bill be now read a second 


: x 
time, 


*Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland) said he absolutely dis- 
sociated himself from any reflection on 
the hon. Members who moved and 
seconded the Second Reading, both of 
whom had spoken in a plain, practical, 
businesslike manner. The hon. Member 
who moved the Second Reading had 
stated that there might be discussion on 
this measure for the purpose of prevent- 
ing discussion on the Women’s Enfran- 
chisement Bill, which was the second order 
on the Paper that day. He could assure 
the promoters of the Bill now before the 
House that nothing was further from his 
thought than that. He would be able to 
prove to the satisfaction of the House 
that there was a strong and deep-rooted 
feeling against the Bill among his con- 
stituents. It was on that ground, and 
that ground only, he had given notice 
that he would move the rejection of the 
3ill. If he might say so without offence, 
the speeches of the mover and seconder 
suggested that the Bill was prompted 
partly by reactionary Toryism, and 
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partly by a desire to meet the demands 
of a very small, but very selfish class of 
men, namely, the motorists, who were 
making increasing encroachments on the 
rights of the general public. What he 
had described as the reactionary Torvism 
of the measure was to be found in the 
fact that it would strike at the principle 
of local government in the country. 
That was one of his main objections to 


the Bill. 


It had been urged in support of 
the Bill that it would establish uni- 
formity in the law. He and his friends 
who opposed the Bill did not want uni- 
formity ; they desired to leave to local 
authorities a fairly free hand in those 
matters affecting their own people. 
When the hon. Member said that the 
measure was introduced to do away with 
the feeling which existed in county 
councils in favour of their agricultural 
friends, he gave the keynote of the 
whole Bill. There was not a county 
council where the members would take 
the responsibility of putting an im- 
post of this kind on the people. That 
was because it was felt that intense 
inconvenience would be caused. In Scot- 
land the condition of affairs had been 
this. In every county in Scotland 
farms were divided by the public roads, 
and farmers had always been in the 
habit of ‘using these roads for bring- 
ing cattle backwards and_ forwards, 
and for carrying on general farming 
operations. That being the state of 
affairs, the House could understand why 
it was that a feeling of intense irritation 
had been caused in Scotland over this 
measure. 


He wished to state shortly some of 
the reasons which had intluenced the 
Scotch Members, who were practically 
unanimous against the Bill. In Decem- 
ber last this question was discussed at 
a local election in which he took part, 
and so strong was the feeling which was 
manifested on the part of farmers and 
agriculturists, that, before the end of the 
election both candidates declared that 
they would not support any measure of 
this sort. On January l4tha meeting was 
held in the Agricultural Hall, Edinburgh, 
at which a resolution was passed con- 
demning the proposals in the Bill on the 
ground that they would seriously hamper 
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wgriculturists in their work, and provide 
facilities for driving motor-cars at a speed 
inconsistent with the rights and the 
safety of the public. There was an 
absolutely unanimous feeling against these 
proposals on the part of the farmers who 
attended the meeting. This Bill did not 
propose to enact that when sheep or cattle 
were being taken along the public roads 
after dark there should be a boy in front 
and another behind, each carrying a light, 
but he would remind the House that that 
was the original proposal. In February, 
after the House met, the heather was 
on fire, so to speak, in Scotland, and he 
received a telegraphic communication 
from his constituents in Orkney stat- 
ing that they were deeply alarmed 
by the report of the proceedings of 
the meeting in the Scotch papers, and 
at the effect which this measure would 
have on them. He replied that he did 
not believe there was the least possibility 
of the Bill being brought forward, or 
of the Government giving any counten- 
ance or support to it. The Employers’ 
Parliamentary Council had passed a 
resolution expressing their strong objec- 
tion to this Bill, and stating that if any 
further legislation dealing with lights 
on vehicles was required it should be 
limited to vehicles going faster than 
walking pace. The view expressed in 
that resolution seemed to him to be a 
very reasonable one. 


The Scotch Members strongly objected 
to the measure on two grounds. In the 
first place it would destroy the power 
which could at present be exercised by the 
local authority in this matter. There was 
a constant effort being made to centralise 
all authority in this House, and to do 
away with the control and jurisdiction 
of the local authorities. He thought 
it was of the utmost importance that 
the power and control of the local authori- 
ties should be protected and supported 
in every possible way, and that people 
living in the country should not be able 
to come to this House, so to speak, to 
shuffle out of their responsibilities. The 
county councils dare not propose a 
reactionary measure of this sort, and, 
if that was so, why should Parliament 
enable them to get out of their responsi- 
bility where they had very properly 
refused to exercise their powers. This 

Mr. Cathcart Wason, 
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been brought forward by the Motor 
Union, and they had proposed even 
more drastic measures than were em- 
bodied in this Bill. The other reason 
why the House should reject the Bill 
vas that it had not been in print for 
more than forty-eight hours. He had 
asked Mr. Deputy-Speaker whether it 
was in order to move the Second Reading 
of a Bill which had not been printed, 
and it was no breach of confidence to 
say that the reply he received was 
that it was an excellent reason for moving 
its rejection. There were many hon. 
Members who had had no opportunity of 
studying its provisions. The whole of 
his constituents were bitterly opposed to 
the Bill, believing that rights and 
privileges which had been enjoyed from 
time immemorial would be seriously 
infringed. They felt that the Bill had 
been brought forward by a small class 
of selfish and greedy persons who desired 
to use the public roads for their own 
benefit. He begged to move. 


*Str HERBERT MAXWELL (Wigton- 
shire), in seconding the Amendment, said 
he desired to dissociate himself from the 
imputation of any motive in connection 
with the discussion of this measure. He 
was told that the desire to protract the 
discussion had reference to a much more 
attractive subject than the one on which 
they were now engaged. He did not 


, Suppose it was possible to afford a better 


illustration of the paradoxical nature of 
this measure than was presented by the 
fact that it was moved by the hon. Mem- 
ber for the Brentford Division of Middle- 
sex and opposed by the hon. Member for 
Orkney. The contrast between — the 
character of the constituencies of the hon. 
Gentleman who moved the Second Read- 
ing of the Bill and the hon. Member who 
moved its rejection was a sufficient argu- 
ment against the Bill. He did not dis- 
pute the competence of his hon. friend 
to speak of the necessities of the traffic 
in Middlesex, but would he not allow the 
Scotch Members some discretion in 
managing their own affairs? Parlia- 
ment had committed that duty to the 
county councils. Was Parliament pre- 
pared to withdraw that responsibility ’ 
If that were so, he was afraid that all 
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their talk about devolution and encourage- 
ment of local responsibility must have 
been exceedingly hollow, because as soon 
as the local discretion was exercised they 
were to be told that it was inconvenient 
to the public. He had listened in vain 
to the speech of his hon. friend who moved 
the Second Reading of the Bill for any 
valid reason for what he called uniformity. 
The hon. Gentleman most faithfully de- 
scribed the condition of the traffic in 
Middlesex highways; but he observed 
that the hon. Gentleman made a curious 
exemption. He drew analarming picture 
of the risks incurred by travellers if a cart 
were left unlighted by the side of a road, 
but he also observed, with some sur- 
prise, that the hon. Member allowed 
the wheelbarrow so to remain with- 
out a light. Now, an accident from 
un unlighted wheelbarrow might be quite 
zs serious as from an unlighted cart. 
The danger of unlighted carts was, he 
could not help thinking, ina great degree 
imaginary, because motor-cars, in their 
own interest, carried a strong head-light. 
During last winter he had travelled as 
many hundred miles by night in a motor- 
car as most men. He had to do so in 
order to catch the main line train twenty 
miles off his place ; and he said, without 
hesitation, that he had never had the 
slightest inconvenience from  unlighted 
carts; but he had had some difficulty 
with unlighted flocks of sheep. If the 
ton. Member did not extend the Bill to 
other obstacles than vehicles he would 
not do much to increase the safety of 
travelling by night on country roads. 


He thought the most serious objection 
to this Bill was the time at which it had 
been brought forward. Owing to the in- 
experience, upskilfulness, and in some 
cases the criminal carelessness of some 
people who used motors, there was no 
doubt that public opinion in the country 
was very profoundly agitated; and the 
question with reasonable people was how 
that traffic was to be properly controlled. 
Well, in the interest of the measure itself, 
and of those who supported it, it was 
unfortunate that it should have been 
brought forward at this time; because, 
let his hon. friend’s motives in bringing 
this measure on now be what they might, 
he and his asscciates would be credited 
with acting in the interest of the motor 
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traffic. He did not think that this was a 
time when Parliament would willingly 
place any class or some industry at an 
inconvenience by laying restrictions on 
it in the interest of those who had 
rather high views of their privileges in 
the use of the roads. 


The hon. Member for Orkney had 
rightly described the view taken of this 
Bill by agriculturists and by public bodies 
in Scotland. He had gone down to Scot- 
land last week to attend a meeting of his 
own county council. He could not 
say that he had read the Bill. He did 
not know its provisions when he was 
asked what he intended to do about it 
when it came betore the House. Its 
provisions were roughly explained to 
him. He did not know that the Bill 
was in charge of his hon. friend; and 
he trusted his reply would not be regarded 
as very disrespectful to him or his con- 
stituents. But he answered that from the 
description given of it, it was a Cocknev 
measure, and that he could not imagine 
that this Parliament, or any future Parlia- 
ment, would lay such a burden on agricul- 
turists as would be imposed by this Bill. 
Now, he might be right or he might be 
wrong ; but he asked the House to con- 
sider whether the conditions of traffic in 
Middlesex were a sufficient reason for 
imposing what must be irksome restric- 
tions on traffic in thinly-populated rural 
districts ¢ 


Had a case been made out for 
the Bill! What was the object of 
having uniformity in regulations apply- 
ing to two different sets of circumstances ¢ 
He hoped that his hon. friend would be 
so convinced of the undesirableness of 
the proposals in the Bill that he would 
withdraw it ; at all events, that he would 
confine its provisions to those parts of the 
country where they were better appre- 
ciated than in Scotland. Why, in this 
Bill, the hon. Gentleman proposed to 
repeal a clause in the Burgh Police 
(Scotland) Act of 1903, over which Parlia- 
ment spent « great deal of time, and 
which if was certainly a strange thine 
to interfere with in a private Member's 
Bill. He could see no advantage to be 
expected from this measure, and no 
reason why it should be pursued any 


further. He would ask hon. Members 
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for Ireland what they thought of extend- 
ing this measure to the country districts 
of Ireland. [Cries of “It does not 
extend to Ireland.”’] Well, if it did ex- 
tend to Ireland how would hon. Members 
from that country look upon it? He was 
very much mistaken indeed if they 
would not strongly object to it. He 
had great pleasure in seconding the Mo- 
tion for its rejection. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the 
end of the Question to add the words, ‘upon 
this day six months.’ ””—(.Mr. Cathcart Wason.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘That the word 
‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


Sir FREDERICK BANBURY (Cam- 
berwell, Peckham) said that this small 
Bill was of considerable importance to 
all classes of the community, because 
there was hardly any one who had not, 
in one shape or another, the neces- 
sity of using the public roads. He 
thought there was considerable danger 
to all kinds of traffic from slow-moving 
vehicles without lights. The first mat- 
ter which the House had to consider was 
whether it was necessary that vehicles 
should have lights when upon the roads. 
It was supposed, very often, that the 
object of a light on a travelling vehicle 
was to give the person who drove it an 
opportunity of seeing the road in front 
of him and the ditches on either side. 
Now, as a matter of fact, that was not 
the real object of the light. He did not 
know about motor-cars, because he 
never owned one and hoped he never 
would. The lights of motor-cars were 
so strong that it was possible for the 
driver to see the ditches and the various 
obstructions on the road; but he had 
been in the habit of using horse-driven 
vehicles for many years, and he could 
say that, as a rule, unless you were 
passing a coach where there were five 
or six lights, these were no guide. In 
an ordinary vehicle the light was very 
often a drawback rather than an assistance 
in showing obstacles on the road_be- 
cause of the shadows which it cast. 
The object of a light on a_ vehicle 
was to let people see that somebody 
else was coming along the road. There 
was a case in which he himself was driv- 


Sir Herbert Marwell. 
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ing along a narrow road in the dark with 
a light and he suddenly came upon a 
vehicle without a light and a collision 
took place. Fortunately not much 
damage was done, but it might have 
eventuated in serious consequences. 
He thought it was proved, beyond doubt. 
that it was necessary that all vehicles 
should carry lights. 

Then were 

present 
knew, in 


the question came in, 
lights compulsory at the 
moment? So far as he 

the jmajority cf counties in England 
the county councils had passed by- 
laws making lights compulsory; and, 
so far as he knew, these by-laws had 
been sufficient to meet the public re- 
quirements of safety, and had been 
satisfactory to the great majority of the 
people concerned in making use of the 
roads. No doubt there had been cases 
where brewers, millers, bakers, and 
butchers who used the country roads 
might perhaps have objected to being 
compelled to carry a light; but it 
must be remembered that those who 
used the roads paid very little towards 
their upkeep, and that they should be 
obliged to carry a light. Perhaps, in 
regard to farmers, it was a differ- 
ent thing. It must be remembered that 
they did not use the roads very much ex- 
cept in a dairy-farming country, where the 
milk carts went to the railway stations 
in the early morning or late in a winter's 
evening. In the two counties with 
which he was connected he knew that 
lights were carried. The question arose 
whether, in view of these facts, the 
House of Commons should pass a_ Bill 
making the carrying of lights com- 
pulsory ? The argument had been used 
in favour of this measure that it estab- 
lished uniformity. He agreed very much 
with what the hon. Gentleman opposite 
had said. He believed that uniformity 
could hardly be established all over the 


country because the conditions were 
different. It was self-evident that the 
conditions varied in Middlesex and 
Orkney. 

There was an argument against 
the Bill which seemed to him to be 
very strong. What was the use of 


establishing county councils and dis- 
trict councils if they did not leave ques- 
tions of this sort—the lighting of vehicies 
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—in their own districts to their own con- 
trol. He was not sure whether it would 
not have been advisable to pass a simple 
and reasonable Bill, but he did not 
think this Bill was either reasonable or 
simple. He believed the Bill had only 
been printed a few davs ago, and hon. 
Members could hardly have had time to 
study it. However, he had looked at 
it, and confessed that some of its pro- 
visions were perfectly ludicrous. Sub- 
section 2 provided that— 

“Where any portion of the load which is 
being carried in or upon, a vehicle projects 
more than six feet to the rear beyond the back 
of the vehicle, such vehicle... shall be provided 
with two lamps, one of which shall be con- 


structed and placed at the front of the vehicle 
upon the extreme off-side of such vehicle.” 


bsWhat was the extreme off-side 2? That 
light was to be a white light. but who was 
to decide what a white light was? In 
addition to that there was to be a red 
tail-light. He thought it was perfectly 
absurd. What on earth was the advan- 
tage of a tail-light ? One could always 
see the light on the off side, which cast 
a shadow. If the driver was asleep it 
did not matter much whether there was 
a tail-light or not. A tail-light was not 
only useless, but would cause a large ex- 
pense to farmers and = small carriers 
which was altogether unnecessary. It 
was provided that if the off-side lights 
had a little red dise at the back that 
would be sufficient. Now, a dairy farmer 
who sent his milk in a low cart to the 
railway station very often had a small 
lamp which was fixed on the splash- 
board: but the little red dise would be 
of no use because one could not see 
the splashboard from behind, and 
the farmer would have to put an 
iron rod on the off-side so that he could 
fix the lamp with the red light dise on it. 
He maintained that that would be quite 
impossible, and therefore a farmer with a 
hig slow-moving wagon would have to 
have two lights, one in front and one be- 


hind. 


There were other proposals in 
the Bill to which he would draw the 
attention of the House. Section 2 said 
that the term “ vehicle” included every 
carriage or conveyance, whether with or 
without wheels, wherein any person or 
commodity was or could be carried or 
conveyed. Now a horse was a vehicle 
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without a wheel ; a horse was something 
on which any person or commodity could 
be carried or conveyed. Therefore a 
horse came under this category, Just 
consider what might happen! Ladies 
who went to a hunt meet frequently 
returned to their homes twelve or thirteen 
miles off in their carriage, leaving their 
servants to take their horses home. In 
the case of his daughter and himself, for 
instance, he left his servant to bring the 
horses back, one horse being led. Appar- 
ently he would, under this Bill, require 
four lights—one on the servant’s arm, 
one on his back, another somewhere on 
the side-saddle of the led horse, and a red 
lamp at his tail. To him that seemed to 
show the absurdity of the provisions of 
this Bill. Again, an old woman in the 
village who had been doing a washing of 
clothes for a neighbour and was taking 
it home would be a conveyance wherein 
any commodity was or could be carried 
or conveyed. Would that old woman 
have to carry a light also? He had en- 
deavoured shortly to put before the 
House the very many objections to this 
Bill. He did not think they could be 
remedied in Committee. He understood 
that it was suggested that Scotland should 
be exempted from the Bill, but if the Bill 
were bad for Scotland it would be bad 
for England. He should vote against 
the Second Reading of this measure. 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.) said 
that like all those who had _ hitherto 
spoken, except the hon. Member who 
had introduced the Bill, he was 
wholly opposed to it. It was most un- 
fair that a Bill of this character should 
only have been put into the hands of 
hon. Members on the previous morning, 
and that they should be asked to take 
the Second Reading with such speed. 
The hon. Member who proposed the Bill 
must be well aware that the general 
opinion in Scotland, and in England as 
well, was opposed to it. It had not the 
remotest chance of passing through the 
House, and even if passed it would not be 
the best means of settling the motor 
question. In the interest of public 
business he appealed to the hon. Gentle- 
man to recognise the condition of opinion 
in the House, that it was hopeless for 
him to proceed with the Bill, and that 
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he should therefore withdraw it. It had ; dinary travelling public than even wagons 


been suggested that Scotland should be 
exempted from the Bill. He should 


Jand ; but he should oppose the Bill even 
if applied to England. He held that it 
was preposterous to take away the duty 
of regulating road traffic from the local 
authorities. What were these local 
authorities there for except to discharge 
such duties? He thought this was a 
most retrograde measure. 


Mr. MOON (St. Pancr s, N.) said that 
the Cyclists’ Tourist Union had supported 
this Bill for many years, and on their 
behalf he should like to recommend it as 
worthy of the serious consideration and 
support of the House. Those who, on 
business or pleasure, used bicycles after 
dark were exposed to great danger and 
risk owing to the negligence of sleepy 
or tipsy carters who kept neither to the 
proper side of the road nor carried lights. 
The hon. Member for Orkney had given a 
very good account of the wide Scotch 
roads, but things were different in 
england; and whatever might be the 
case in regard to Scotland, he urged that 
the Bill should be adopted for England 
and Wales. 


Mr. NUSSEY (Pontefract) said it was 
hardly fair for hon. Members to speak 
at such length on this measure, not in 
the interest of the Bill itself, but to 
prevent the Bill on the second order 
coming on. This Bill was produced, it 
was alleged, in the interest of the blessed 
word ‘ uniformity,” which he thought 
was as good a word for the purpose as 
“Mesopotamia.” In his opinion there 
had been far more people killed on account 
of that word “ uniformity” than in all 
the ages by carts driven without lights. 
This Bill struck at the root of al! local 
government. It was stated by the hon. 
Gentleman who moved the Bill that the 
condition of the roads in the districts 
round the Metropolis was absurd, and 
that the local authorities desired this 
Bill because they were afraid to put 
their own by-laws in regard to traffic 
into force. He denied that. He thought 
the local enactments worked very well. 
He thought that the motor-cars scorch- 


ing along the roads with great flaring | 
opposed to the measure, and would 


lights, were far more dangerous to the o,- 
Mr. Buchanan, 


/no consideration for 
certainly accept the exemption of Scot- 


without lights. Motor-car drivers had 
anybody. They 
went ahead regardless of consequences, 
and they had had several instances of 
late in which the drivers had displayed 
utter callousness. He was told that in 
Denmark the speed in the day time of 
these cars was limited to eight miles an 
hour, and that they were prohibited from 
travelling at night. He did not sugges; 
that such stringent regulations could be 
enforced in this country, but certainly 
something should be done to produce a 
better state of affairs. To return to the 
Bill. In his opinion it would intlict great 
hardship on the ordinary farmer. The 
cost might not be very great, but the in- 
convenience would be considerable, be- 
cause if the Bill became law a farmer who 
moved a cart from a field on one side of 
the road to one on the other side would 
have to have a light. He had ridden a 
great many miles at night and had not 
met with danger from vehicles without 
lights. He would ask the House. in the 
interests of the ordinary travelling public, 
not to make the use of the roads more 
easy for high-speed travelling motor-cars. 


Mr. JOHN DEWAR (Inverness) 
objected to the inclusion of Scotland in 
the Bill. However important it might 
be in counties like Middlesex or Lanca- 
shire to apply such regulations it cer- 
tainly was not necessary for Scotland. It 
seemed to him the present arrangement 
which left the regulations for lighting 
vehicles in the hands of the county 
councils was much better and more 
suited to the localities. This Bill applied 
not only to the ordinary highways of the 
country, but also to the most remote and 
secluded Highland roads, and he ventured 
to suggest it was most absurd to insist on 
the same regulations for roads in the 
neighbourhood of London and_ other 
large cities and towns and for those in 
distant parts of Scotland. One result of 
passing this Bill would be to tempt the 
farmer in Scotland to disregard the law, 
and that was always a misfortune. Then 
why was Ireland excluded from the Bill. 
It was not because the regulations were 
unsuited to the country, but because it 
was known that the Irish Members were 
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constitute a solid compact body which | 


would prevent the Bill getting through, 
The representatives of Scotland were 
equally opposed to the Bill and he there- 
fore recommended the promoters to agree 
to the exclusion of that country from it. 


Sir CHARLES RENSHAW (Renfrew, 
W.) said he had listened with great in- 
terest to the debate, and did not believe 
the hon. Member for Middlesex would 
find many supporters for his Bill in the 
House. He thought it would be most 
objectionable to impose a hard-and-fast 
cule with regard to the carrying of lights 
over the country at large. Local author- 
ities should be left the discretion, which 
they now possessed, of regulating the 
lights according to different classes of 
traffic and local needs. He knew that in 
Scotland and in some counties in England 
it was the custom to exempt from these 
regulations vehicles not built upon springs 
and which usually proceeded at a slow 
walking pace. But now it was proposed 
to sweep all vehicles of whatever kind 
into one net. He ventured to say, 
in the interest of both Scottish and 
English agriculturists, that sucha proposa! 
was impossible and that the House would 
ever consent to it. Early that vear 
he was present at a very large and repre- 
sentative meeting of Scottish agricul- 
turists in Edinburgh. There were in 
attendance 400 or 500 delegates represent- 
ing sixty associations, and they unani- 
mously passed a resolution condemning in 
the strongest terms the measure now 
before the House. He was very much 
struck by a statement made by one of 
the farmers—a very distinguished Scot- 
tish agriculturist, whose brother held 
a high and responsible position on the 
Underground Railway system in London. 
The speaker said he had on the average 
two or three carts going daily to Glasgow, 
and it would cost him £50 a year to pro- 
vide the lamps. He would require at 
least thirty, and in addition a man to 
look after them. The Bill would inflict 
a grave hardship on agriculturists. The 
high roads were being constantly used 
by the carts of farmers in the ordinary 
course of their avocation, and if this Bill 
were passed they would be obliged, if 
they only crossed a road from one field 
to another, to provide lights in the morn- 
ing and evening. He did not think the 
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House was prepared to 
obligation on them. 


impose that 


The Bill was for the benetit of motorists. 
The proper course was for motorists to use 
the roadsata moderate speed. He believed 
that the great body of owners of motor- 
cars would not tolerate the excesses com- 
mitted by some cf the men in charge of 
them, and he for one regretted that such 
misuse was made of the roads. After 
all, the roads were constructed long before 
motor-cais came into existence, and he 
did think it strange they should be asked 
to pass into law a Bill containing such 
extremely severe provisions simply in 
order to give certain people—who only, 
after all, used a fraction of the roads— 
opportunities for more speedy travel. 
Motor-cars, in fact, did not penetrate 
into many parts of the country, and, as 
the roads were made and kept up at the 
public expense the ratepayers ought to 
have more consideration shown them. 
The hon. Member for the Brentford Divi- 
sion of Middlesex referred to the use of 
the roads for light railways—weil, he for 
one thought light railways were out of 
place on high 1oads. He hoped the 
House would, by an overwhelming ma- 
jority, reject this measure. 


Mr. BRIGG (Yorkshire, W.R., Keigh- 
ley) said he was neither a eyelist nor the 
owner of a motor-car, but circumstances 
compelled him to ride upon the roads a 
great deal, and he had consequently a 
very fair knowledge of what was going on. 
He had no desire to interfere with the 
consideration of anv other Bill, and would 
consequently make his observations as 
brief as possible. But he wished to point 
out that in one district, where provisions 
of this nature had been in operation for 
some time, no complaint whatever had 
been made, and in view of the opposition 
shown to this Bill he thought it desirab!e 
to make it known that there were a large 
number of people satisfied with provi- 
sions of this kind. Had he anticipated 
that so much opposition would have been 
shown to this measure he would have 
ascertained from a number of county 
councils, which had framed by-laws of 
their own, what had been their experi- 
ence, and that experience might wel 
have been placed against the complaints 
made by those who lived in the northera 


H 
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part of the Empire. 
from motors and cycles, he believed there 
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Apart altogether | 


was a necessity for a Bill of this nature, | 


and he thought it important that there 


should be a tail-light on wagons, and that | 
that light should be so affixed on timber | 
trollies and other vehicles as to show | 
| winter. 


to those coming up from behind 
the exact extent of the load being car- 
ried. Special lights were provided for 


this purpose which could be used with | \ ij ewig 
. 5 \ Ivo at u 
As to the exact posi- |®¥mmer when cycling at nig it in the 


great efficiency. 
tion in which the lights should be placed, 


he had seen lights abroad underneath | 


the conveyance in such a way that it 
was very difficult to see them at all, 
and yet they fulfilled the letter of the 
law. He cordially supported the Bill, 
and was surprised to find that so many 
Members took a different view of it. 


*Mr. SEYMOUR ORMSBY-GORE 
(Lincolnshire, Gainsborough) said that, 
although representing a _ Lincolnshire 
constituency, he had not received a 
single communication from any agri- 
cultural association against this Bill, 
but he had on the other hand received 
many communications from cvcling as- 
sociations and others in favour of it. 


If there had been any great opposition | 


against the Bill on the part of the farming 
community the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Sleaford would cer- 
tainly have been in his place to speak 
‘for the farmers. He was not at all 
certain that in the end the Bill would 
not prove to be rather beneficial than 
prejudicial to the agricultural com- 
munity. The cost imposed by the Bill 
would be infinitesimal—probably not 
more than £2 a year—and in addition 
it would give the farmer a considerable 
amount of protection, not in the tariff 
sense, but against accidents. In fact, 
it would be a form of insurance. He 
had the greatest sympathy for the 
farming class, but he thought it futile 
to suggest that they should be exempted 
on the ground of cost. All vessels at 
sea had to be lighted whether they were 
Cunard liners owned by wealthy corpor- 
ations or fishing smacks belonging to 
comparatively poor people, and a heavy 
penalty would beincurred in addition to the 
risk of being run down ifa fishing smack 
was not lighted. That farmers might be 
exempted during thehay harvest, the lights 
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could be so placed as to obviate all danger 
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of fire. Nor could he agree that summer 
nights were lighter than winter nights, 
because the foliage of the trees in the 
wooded parts of the country threw so 


much shadow over the roads that it was. 


more difficult to see in summer than in 


He was? constrained to vote” for 
this Bill from personal experience. Last 


neighbourhood of Slough he came across 
a man lying on the ground bleeding 
profusely from the head. After being 
taken to the infirmary the man died, 
and at the coroner’s inquest it was dis- 
covered that he had been scorching on 
a bicyele, and, riding with his head down, 
had run into a waggon, which he failed 
to see, and sustained the injuries from 
which he succumbed. Considerations of 
humanity alone ought to be sufficient 
to induce Members to support the Bill. 
He could not see that the measure em- 
bodied reactionary Toryism had 
been suggested. It applied to bicyclists 
rather than to any other class of the 
commurity, and the bicycle was the poor 
man’s horse. It was not at all a motorists’ 
Bill; in fact, motors would benefit 
from it far less than any other descr p- 
tion of vehicle, because having such 
powerful lights they were well able to 
see far ahead. As to sheep on the road 
they always raised considerable dust 
and gave plenty of warring, so that no 
traps were likely to run into them. 
With regard to wheelbarrows and _per- 
ambulators there might be some slight 
danger, but as a mar had neither an on- 
side nor an off-side it would be difficult 
to determine on what part of his person 
a light should be placed. 


as 


He did not see why Ireland should be in- 
cluded in the Bill, inasmuch as there was 
practically no traffic on the roads at night 
except possibly in the North, and what 
trafic there was generally consisted of 


donkeys carrying turf or carts of so light 


a character that they would not cause any 
serious damage in case of collison. As 
to the argument that no county council 
would dare to impose such a burden, 
he had already shown that the impost 
was not a large one. The necessity for 


uniformity was very important, as it 
‘would be extremely confusing to pass 
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from one county where they were many | 
lights into a county where there were | 
none, and the line of demarcation was | 
seldom clearly defined. In nearly every | 
foreign country the different provinces | 
had regulations requiring lights to be | 
placed at the tail of vehicles, and he 
believed that if the Biil were passed intolaw 
it would be most ber eficial in preventing 
accidents throughout the country. For 
these reasons and for others which had 


already been urged he supported the 
Bill. 
*Sirr_ JOSEPH LEESE (Lancashire, 


Accrington) said he had risen simply for 
the purpose of stating the reasons for 
the vote which he was about to give 
in regard to this measure. The Bill 
made provision against accideats which 
arose through vehicles not being properly 
lighted. Upon the Second Reading they 
had only to deal with principles, ard 
as the main principle of this Bull was to 
prevent accidents he should give his 
hearty support to the measure. It had 
been said that county councils and 
other public bodies already possessed 
the necessary powers for dealing with 
this danger by making by-laws, but he 
saw no reason why in such a matter as 
the protection of life and limb Parlia- 
ment should not step in. He understood | 
that there was an obligation placed upon 
motor-cars and cyclists to carry lights, 
and surely as regarded the question of 
cost the siving of the life and limb of a 
human being was worth a good many 
lamps. He appealed to the House to go 
toa division as soon as possible in view 
of the important questions which stood 
ext on the Paper. 


| 
| 

*Sirk HUGH SHAW-STEWART (Ren- | 
lrew, EK.) supported the Bill. He had often | 
been asked to support such a measure | 
by a great body of his constitutents, | 
and it was chiefly from the cyclists’ | 


point of view rather than from | 
the motorists’ point of view that 
he now spoke in favour of the 
Bil. He knew that the agricultural 


interest were opposed to the measure, 
but he thought farmers would not find 
the necessity of hanging one lamp on the 
oif-side of their carts such a burden as 
they expected when they once got into 
the habit of doing so. He believed if this 
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Bill were passed a cheap lamp would be put 
onthe market which would be available for 
farmers, and therefore he did not attach 
much importance to the objection which 
nad been stated to the measure on that 
score. But if the Bill were passed into 
law there would be no longer any excuse 
for motors to carry exaggerated lamps, 


and he thought if hon. Members 
who, like himself, were connected 
with the agricultural interest, sup- 


ported the Biull it ought to be on the 
understanding that consideration would 
be given in Committee to the question 
whether there should not be some stan- 
dard strength of lamp for moters beyond. 
which it ‘should be illegal to light them, 
because there was a great deal of danger 
in agricultural districts on account of 
motors going at a high speed at night 
with excessively glaring lights. Horses 
and the men driving them were for the 
moment dazzled, and he knew for a fact 
that accidents had happened from that 
cause. He hoped his hon. friend in 
charge of the Bill would think that sug- 
gestion worth considering. 


There was another aspect of this matter 
fromthe agricultural point of view, namely, 
that districts such as Orkney and others 
represented by hon. Members who opposed 
the Bill, which were of an excessively 
rural character, might very reasonably 
be scheduled by county councils as dis- 
tricts containing roads on which there 
was no traffic but farm traffic. In 
Wigtonshire, Kircudbrightshire, and vari- 
ous rural parts of Scotland whole dis- 
tricts might be safely scheduled as 


| districts where it would not be neces- 


sary that lights should be carried. 
[An Hon. Memper: What about uni- 
formity ?] He did not care about the 
question of uniformity. He was think- 
ing of the safety of life and limb for those 
who used the roads. He was not speaking 
from the point of view of the motorists. 
If these suggestions were taken up and 
considered carefully in Committee he for 
one should be happy to support the Bill. 


*Sir WALTER THORBURN (Peebles 
and Selkirk) said he was very loth to 
place any impediment in the way 
of the legislative efforts of his hon. 
friend who had moved the Second 
Reading of the Bill, but when he 
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proposed legislation which many of , bound in the interest of his constituents 
his constituents looked upon with| to give it the strongest opposition he 
something like horror then friendship | possibly could. 

must be put aside and public duty must 
take its place. His duty under the cir- 
cumstances would be to oppose the Bill | brightshire) said he rose to echo what 
unless he had some assurance that it would | had already been advanced by his com- 
not apply to Scotland. He had no doubt | patriots in opposition to this Bill. It was 
this would be a very useful Bill in con- | a measure which would never go down 
nection with the suburbs of London,| with the people of Scotland. It no 
and also in the home counties adjoining | doubt had elements of good in it. He 
the Metropolis, where perhaps 100 cars| supposed everybody desired that lights 
Were passing every day for every one| should be carried by vehicles on the 
iunning on Scotch roads. The Bill if| public highways. In the southern 
applied to Scotland would become an counties of Scotland, with which he was 
intolerable nuisance to farmers. For) most familiar, they had very good by- 
instance, if a farmer wished after sunset | laws which answered the purpose ex- 
to take a cart of roots to his sheep he | ceedingly well. They had not had those 
would require to carry lights, although | by-laws for a very long time, but if the 
only performing a necessary part of his! House passed a drastic measure of this 
business, tor the public roads usually) kind for the purpose of bringing about 
intersected farms. Then in the autumn) what was termed uniformity and punish- 
when the harvest was going on it wasfre- | ing everybody alike, there would be a 
quently necessary late in the season for | revulsion of feeling against the regulations 
farmers to avail themselves of the oppor- | and against the Bill. Therefore, if his 
tunity to cart their grain in the moon- | hon. friend the Member for the Brentford 
light. In that case they would require | Division really wanted to make progress 
to have lights in front of and behind the | with this measure he had better bring 
cart. These, he thought, were perfectly | it forward in a few years time after the 
unnecessary things. As had been pointed | public had had a more ample opportunity 
out by a previous speaker, if sheep were | of ascertaining what was really wanted, 
being taken along the public roads it | and especially in the counties of Scotland. 
would be necessary to have a man in | Tf this Bill were passed it would involve 
front and another behind, each carrying | an outlay which would be very hard on 
a light, for if they were to have the Bill} farmers who occupied land on both sides 
they must have regard to the danger | of the public roads. It would be neces- 
caused by animals as well as vehicles. In| sary to have lights on carts after sunset; 
Scotland they had the Burgh Police Act | and in time of harvest it often happened 
which regulated all questions about light-| that they returned to the farm houses 
ing within the boundaries of citics or} many hours after sunset. They would 
burghs. Besides this the county councils | be put to considerable inconvenience if 
had power to formulate regulations for the | they were obliged to carry lights in the 
lighting of vehicles in the counties. The | way proposed. It was all very well 
object of his hon. friend who moved the | for the hon. Member to say that it would 
Second Reading was to make the law} only cost £2 a year. He had to drive 
uniform all over the country. He} many hundreds of miles every year 
believed the Bill would, if it created uni- | through wild country, and he liked to 
formity of the law, at any rate create | have plenty of light on the vehicle, and 
a state of matters which, however|also to see lights on approaching 
cesirable in one part of the country, was | vehicles. As a rule that was attended 
ebsolutely unnecessary in others. He | to, and if it occasionally happened that 
thought the local people were the best! there was a sleepy - headed fellow on 
judges of what should be done in the}a eart, he did not think that was a 
matter. If his hon. friend would give really good reason for proposing legisla- 
him an assurance that the Bill would not | tion of this kind. The hon. Member for 
apply to Scotland he certainly should | Gainsborough had stated that he had 
rot oppose it any further, but if it was | not heard a single word said against the 


to apply to that country he should feel | Bill, He himself knew perfectly well 
Sir Walter Thornbun. 


Sir MARK STEWART  (Kirkeud- 
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the feeling against the Bill on the pari 
of his constituents. If the promoters of 
the Bill proceeded with it they would 
take the most unfair advantage of their 
constituents and of the country. 
were applied to counties with large areas, 
where motors were perhaps never seen, it 
would be most unjust. Very few of what 
were called “ machines ” were kept there 
at all—he meant vehicles on two wheels 
with springs. It was chiefly farm carts 
which would have to undergo the 
conditions imposed by this measure. 
To say that all these carts should carry 


lights was absurd. He was confident 
that the by-laws which had been 


enacted and which would continue to 
be enacted in the different counties were 
sufficient for the purpose, and, if they 
were not, they could be made to meet 
the requirements of the case. The 
motive of his hon. friend was a good 
one, but he had mistaken the feelings 
of the Scottish people. 


*Mr. BROOKE ROBINSON (Dudley) 
said there were others who were entitled 
to consideration as well as the agricul- 
tural interest—these were the owners of 
carriages, and certainly 70 per cent. of 
those used in London and 90 per ceat. 
of those used in the country had not 
lamps of the peculiar character required 
im this Bill. There were probably 500,000 
carriages in England, and as the cost 
of new lamps averaged £3 per lamp, he 
ventured to think that before the House 
imposcd on the owners a charge which 
would amount to £750,000 in getting 
new lamps, they should have stronger 
reasons than had yet been advanced in 
favour of this Bill. He ventured also 
to strongly object to the view that a 
burden in respect to lights should be 
imposed on the farmers of England from 
which it was proposed to now exempt 
the farmers of Scotland. 


Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR (Liver- 
pool. Exchange) said hon. Gentlemen who 
had spoken on this Bill were, almost 
without exception, representatives of 
agricultural constituencies, ard he 
desired to say a word from the point 
of view of those connected with large 
cities ;and industrial populations. From 
their point: of view, so far as he 
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had been able te obtain the opinion of 
the commercial community of Liverpool, 
they had no objection to the principle 
of the Bill. Every vehicle ought to be 
lighted in such a way as not to be a 
serious danger to other vehicles on the 
road, and if the Bill had been drafted 
in such a manner that it could have 
been adapted to every locality the 
objections stated that day would have 
been very largely minimised. It 
|appeared to him that if the Bill was 
likely to gain success it shovld have 
been drawn in such a manner that 
it would have been left to localities 
to apply, or not apply, its pro 
visions as they thought necessary. 
What was wanted was elasticity rather 
than uniformity in the law. A law 
might be simple, while at the same time 
extremely drastic. As to Liverpool, he 
might savy that the cart-owners, who 
were a very large body, were strongly 
against the Bill because they thought 
it unnecessary, and because the city of 
| Liverpool, like other large cities, wis 
| very well lighted by electricity and gas. 
| There was no danger from vehicles being 
| driven in well-lighted streets as com- 
rural districts; secondly, 
| they held that in a city like Liverpool 
| there was no necessity for such regula- 
| tions, at all events as regarded carts and 
ilorries which proceeded at a walking 
| pace. 
| 








The Corporation of Liverpool were 
entirely of the same view. A few years 
ago that corporation passed a by-law 11 
which it was laid down that every vehicle 
passing along the streets during the night 
should have a light, except vehicles passing 
ata walking pace. But they exempted th 
Mersey Docks and Harbour Board Estate. 
Here they had a large area set aside for 
working the loading and unloading of 
ships. They had docks, quays, and 
sheds, and there were roads communi- 
‘ating with these sheds to which the 
public had access. These sheds were 
filled with goods, many of them of a 
highly inflammable nature, such as 
cotton, oil, and hay. Now, if vehicles 
proceeding to these sheds carried lights 
there was the great danger of fire, A 
careless carter might, in lighting his 
lamp, throw a burning match some- 
where among the goods. It was absurd 
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to pass such a regulation as that lorries 
and carts going along these crowded 
thoroughfares should have to carry 
lights. Therefore, the Corporation of 


Liverpool, in the by-law to which he | 


had referred, excepted entirely the Mersey 
Docks and Harbour Board Estate. 


\COMMONS} 


| 


He thought the promoters of this Bill | 


were a little to blame for the manner in 
which they had received suggestions. They 
all knew the Bill was promoted by the 
Cyclists’ Union, which was entitled to 
protection as much as anybody else. 
Though he had great sympathy with 
the Bill, and though he would be sorry 
to oppose it on principle, yet he thought 
the promoters should give the assurance 
that they would freely accept Amend- 
ments in Committee intended to preserve 
the rights of local authorities to adapt 
particular localities in the way they 
thought best; or, perhaps, better still, 
having regard to the numerous objections 
which had been stated, they should 
withdraw it on this occasion, in order 
that they might carefully consider the 
question of bringing it forward in an 
amended form in another year. 


Mr. LEVESON-GOWER (Sutherland) 
said he represented perhaps one of the 
most scattered constituencies in Scotland. 
Although he held that vehicles should be 
properly lighted, he thought that in the 
case of counties where only one cart 


“might be found in forty miles of road | 


it was not necessary to put in force the 
provisions of this Bill. He suggested 
that such counties should be exempted 
in the schedule. The real dangers which 
they had to guard against were those 
which were to be met with round towns. 
He believed that if local by-laws were 
properly carried out this Bill would be 
absolutely unnecessary. If the Bill were 
passed great injustice would be suffered 
in the rural districts where there was 
very little traffic on the roads. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE, who was re- 
ceived with cries of ‘ Cochrane,” 
said it was all very well to say 


“Cochrane,” but this was a most im- 


portant Bill. 

Me. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil) 
said the hon. Member was in conspiracy 
with the Government. 


Mr, Charles McArthur. 


| discussing it. 
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Mr. LABOUCHERE said he had not 
the slightest notion whether the Govern- 
ment were in favour of the Bill or against 
it. He thanked God that the hon. 
Member was not the Speaker or the 
Dictator of the House. He would 
pursue his course whether it pleased th> 
hon. Member or not. He should take 
the liberty to speak on any Bill when 
he thought it desirable to lay his opinions 
before the House. He had _ observed 
that hon. Members who had spoken had 
commenced by dissociating themselves 
from any desire to prevent the discussion 
of the Bill that was to follow. He, there- 
fore, desired also to dissociate himsel{ 
from any suchdesire. The fact was that 
he held strong views both in regard to 
ladies and lights. He had given notice 
that he would move that the Women’s 
Snfranchisement Bill be read that day 
six months, and in that way he had shown 
that he was desirous to lay his views 
before the House. At the same time the 
Bill now before the House was an im- 
portant one, and they had duties to 
perform to their constituencies in fairly 
Most of the debate had 
been carried on by Scotch Members, and 
he wished to congratulate Scotland. He 
had often wondered why Scotland was so 
much better governed than England. He 
believed it was because it had better 
representatives thay England. Some o 
the Scotch Members had said that if 
Scotland were excluded from the Bill 
they would not take much interest in 
it. Other Scotchmen said that they did 
not take this local view of the matter, and 
that they would consider it their duty 
to oppose the Bill in the interest of 
England as well. A great many valu- 
able grounds had been urged against 
the Bill by the Scotch Members. It 
seemed to him that their arguments 
were equally applicable to England, 
and he was really surprised that so 
few English Members had got up to 
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oppose the Bill. 


He had no doubt that the hon. Member 
for the Brentford Division was a most 


' valuable member of the county council of 


Middlesex. It appeared that that county 
had already the rules which he wished to 
impose on other counties. The hon. 
Gentleman did not seem to perceive that 
what might be good'for Middlesex was not 
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necessarily good for the entire country. 
In Middlesex there was a vast amount of 
traffic, and, as there were carts coming at 
night to London with vegetables and 
other supplies, he could conceive that it 
was desirable to take special care to 
avoid collisions by having lights which 
would not be necessary in other parts of 
the country. The hon. Gentleman said 
he was in favour of uniformity. In the 
matter of regulations as to lights why 
was each county not to be able to judge 
for itself? The hon. Gentleman said 
there were some retrograde counties 
which would not follow the example of 
Middlesex. Let the hon. Gentleman 
rejoice that he was connected with 
Middlesex, which was not a retrograde 
county. There was too great a tendency 
on the part of Metropolitan Members 
to think that what was good for them 
was good for everyone else. He had 
not the slightest idea, because he was an 
inhabitant of London, of sacrificing the 
rights of his constituents who did not 
happen to be inhabitants of London. 
There were a great many counties 
where there was exceedingly little traffic, 
where motor-cars were very rare, and 
where there was no practical danger 
of an accident taking place. The Bill 
proposed that there should be lights on 
everything except a perambulator or a 
wheelbarrow. Why was a perambulator 
or a Wheelbarrow to be run over! He 
wished it to be optional to the county 
‘ouncil of each county to decide whether 
there should be lights on vehicles or not. 


The real fact was that this Bill was 
brought in in the motor interest. All the 
leading men of the motor interest were 
infavour of it. It had been said that 
men who were driving carts went to sleep 
in the carts, but supposing a lamp went 
out the danger would be even greater. 
They were told that in voting for the 
Second Reading they were only voting for 
the principle of the Bill; but he con- 
tended that the principle on which the 
Bill was based was thoroughly unsound. 
The principle was—never mind _ local 
rights; think Imperially, centralise every- 
thing. He was opposed to that. The 
Bill attacked the very first principles of 
local government, and therefore he felt 
it his duty to vote against it. He had not 
had an opportunity of studying it greatly, 


{12 May 1905} 


Lights Bills. 210 


but that was not his fault, because it had 
only been issued the day before. He had 
comforted himself, however, with the 
thought that the Bill was of such great 
importance that many Members would 
have discussed it at length and thrown 
greater light upon it than he could, on 
the theory that this was a question on 
which England expected every man to do 
his duty. Those who were supporting 
the Bill, he held, were overstepping their 
boundaries when they insisted on impos- 
ing their will on the whole of England. 


*Tuoe UNDER -SECRETARY © or 
STATE ror tHE HOME DEPARTMENT 
(Mr. CocuraNne, Ayrshire, N.) said that 
a great deal of the discussion had not 
been directed to the measure the Second 
Reading of which had been moved. He 
was afraid that the hon. Member who 
had last addressed the House, who pro- 
fessed to have a single eye to the present 
Bill, protested a little too much ; and he 
had some slight suspicion of the same 
motive on the part of the hon. Baronet 
the Member for Peckham. 


Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich) : ** Oh, ye of 
little faith.” 


*Mr. COCHRANE said that the hon. 
Member for Peckham had drawn a picture 
as to what would happen to him, if the 
Bill were passed into law, when returning 
from hunting—that it would be necessary 
to light up his horses, both before and 
behind. Such an exaggerated picture 
hardly commended itself to serious con- 
sideration. Then the hon. Member for 
Orkney and Shetland burst into meta- 
phors as to petticoats, cloven hoofs, and 
cutly tails, which he mixed in the most 
extraordinary manner in one sentence. 
This was not a now question. It had 
often been before the Houe. As far back 
as the year 1897 a Bill was read a second 
time and it hed been brough: forward 
several times since. It was a question 
which affe ‘ted all users of the roads and 
not merely motorists and cyclists. It 
had been recognised by the Legislature 
that that was the case, and various 
powers had been given in different parts 
of the country to make by-laws. No 
doubt if they could have reasonable 
uniform'ty it would be most desirable. 
But on tbis occasion he feared the 
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ques.ion had not been considered quite 
on its merits. It had b-en overshadowe 1 
by the g:eat motor question, which they 
all fel. No doubt motor-cars gave rise 
toa great deal of dissatisfaction. The 
unreason:ble manner in which they were 
driven, the abominable dust which they 
raised, the ruin caused to suburban 
gaiders, the alarm to people whose 
children were playing on the road owing 
to the way the motor chauffeur bustled 
past, all tended to affect the unprejudiced 
consideration of the present question. 
He desired to app:oach it from the peint 
of view of public safety on the roads. 


What most of them desired was that the 
roads should be made secure as 
possible to all users, due regard being had 
to all reasonable interests on the roads. 
Now, a great number of accidents had 
occured on the roads long before motor- 
cars were ever heard of by reason of the 
absence of lights on vehicles or of their 
improper lighting. He had had sent to 
him a long list of accidents, but he could 
not vouch for its accuracy. In one case 
a mail-cart driver going into a dark 
avenue ran into a brewer’s van and the 
drivers of both vehicles—neither of which 
was lighted—were seriously injured. 
And lest the temperance party should 
be induced to make too much of that 
case he would cite ancther in which 
three Wesleyan ministers driving in a 
cart ran into the horse attached to an 
approaching vehicle, the shaft of their 
cart piercing its breast and killing it. 
One hon. Member had declared that the 
roads were so dangercus now-a-days that 
he preferred to take his exercise along the 
railway lines for it was pos-ible to tell 
when a train was approaching. But that 
was exaggeration to say the least of it. 


as 


Turning to the actual proposals of the 
Bill, he found that the drafting left con- 
siderable room for improvement. The 
proposal roughly was that all vehicles 
except wheelbarrows and perambulators 
should carry a white light in front and a 
red light in the rear. The requirement 
that there should be a red light in the 
rear of every vehicle wes an entirely new 
one, and would require mest careful 
consideration before any responsible De- 
partment would suggest that it should be 
universally adopted. The responsibility 
which was thrown on the driver not only 

Mr. Cochrane. 


{COMMONS} 
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to keep the lights burning, but to provide 
lamps, was also one that should not be 
placed upon him. In the definition 
clause the words “a vehicle with or 
without wheels” went somewhat far, 
and the requirement that the light: 
should be seen ata certain distance “i! 
the weather be clear” would give rise to 
considerable difficulty. In thes» and 
other particulars the Bill fell short of 
what could be recommended to the House 
The model by-laws issued from the Home 
Office to county councils which desired 
to put them in torce, he thought, really 
provided the safeguards which were 
required. He would like to read them 
to the House. They were as follows— 
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“ 


** Every person who shall cause or permit any 
vehicle to be in any street or highway during 
the period between one hour after sunset ani 
one hour before sunrise, shall provide the sani 
With a lamp or Jamps so constructed and 
capable of being so attached as when lighted 
to show to the front a white light visible 
within a reasonable distance to persons meeting 
or approaching the vehicle. If only one lamp 
is so provided, it shall be attached to the off 
or right side of the vehicle, and if the lamp 
or lamps are so constructed as to permit a 
light to be seen from the rear, that light shall 
be red.” 

* He shall also, if the vehicle is used for 
the purpose of carrying timber or any load 
projecting more than six feet to the rear, 
provide the same with a lamp or lamps so 
constructed and capable ot being so attached 
as when lighted to show to the rear a red 
light visible within a reasonable distance to 
persons overtaking the vehicle.” 

** Every person driving or being in charge oi 
such vehicle as aforesaid in any street or high- 
way during such period as aforesaid shall keep 
such lamp or lamps properly trimmed, lighted, 
and attachea.” 

** Any person offending against any of the 
foregoing bye-laws shall be liable to a penalty 
not exceeding £5. There is no power to impose 
any higher penalty than this for a second 
offence, nor any daily penalty for a continuing 
oifence.”” 
had said, these model by-laws 
all the safeguards which were 
‘They had been largely adopted 
by county councils. They were not hard- 
and-fast regulations. They had been 
altered in different directions, but the 
variations, he acknowledged, sometimes 
led to difficulty and trouble. He 
repeated that he did think greater 
uniformity than they had at present was 
desirable. 


His hon. friend the Men.ber for 
West Renfrew had referred to a speech 


As he 
provided 
required. 
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made at a meeting at Edinburgh | 


by one of his own constituents. But 


there was another speech made by a 
farmer for an adjoining constituency 
(Ayrshire) in which attention was drawn 
to the inconvenience caused by the fact | 
that in one county two lamps were | 
required to each vehicle and in the other 

only one. Again, in one district a cart had 

to be lighted up an hour after sunset and | 
in another two hours. He thought that 
if some uniformity could be arrived at on 
modecate lines it would be a great advan- 
tage. The County Councils Association 
had petitioned the Local Government 
Boart to the effect that the time had come 
when legislation should be passed making 
it compulsory tocarry lights onall vehicles. 
The need of uniformity was felt, and in 
sixty out of sixty-two counties in England 
the modei by-laws had been adopted with 
some modifications, and in 225 out of 324 
boroughs. 


Objection had been taken to this 
Bill on the ground of inconvenience, 
expense, and risk of fire, especially 
in the case of Carts carrying hay and | 
similar loads. No doubt it was more or 
less inconvenient to carry out by-laws, 
but with regard to the risk of fire it had 
not been very marked in the cases where 
the by-laws were already in force. But 
there were one or two points which needed | 
careful consideration. It would be ad- 
mitted to be intolerable to compel a 
farmer, having fields on both sides of the 
road, to light a vehicle when merely 
moving it from one field to another. 
Scotland had been very fully represented 
in the discussion that day, and it would 
appear as if that country were backward 
in this matter. That, however, was far 
from being the case. The Burgh Police 
(Scotland) Act, 1903, contained provisions 


in all the burghs by-laws, restrictions, and 
regulations regarding the carrying of 


lights at least equal to, if not in advance | 


of, those which obtained in this country. 
These had been compulsorily adopted in 
all but five burghs, two of which—Kdin- 


burgh and Dundee—had_ by-laws of their | 
_ welland they all desired to excourage it ; 


| but there were things in wh:ch uniformity 


own far more stringent than any laid 
down in this Bill, His own county 
(Ayrshire) had indeed gone beyond what | 
it seemed to some they were legally 
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almost like straining the law. 
| thing 
Scotland there were by-laws in force ;. 
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entitled to do, for they had placed an in- 
terpretation on Section 104 of the Roads 
and Bridges Act, 1878, which seemed 
In some- 
like twenty-seven counties in 
in only sixthere were none. In Ayrshire 
they had very good by-laws indeed, and 
he hoped that in time other counties 
would come up to their standard. He 
trusted his hon. friend would induce the 
Renirew County Council to follow their 
lead. 


Sir CHARLESRENSHAW: We have 
precisely similar by-laws, except so far as 
there is a difference in the treatment of 
vehicles not on springs. 


*Mr. COCHRANE could not admit that 
Renfrewshire quite came up to the stan- 
dard of Ayrshire in this matter. Still 
they need not indulge in any further 
internecine warfare. But he was pre- 
pared to admit that it might be extremely 
inconvenient to treat some parts of 
Scotland in the same way as Middlesex, 
and, therefore, if the hon. Member 
succveded in getting the Second Reading 
of his Bill, he hoped he would make it 
clear that Scotland would not be included 
in the measure. He suggested further 
that if the hon. Member succeeded in 
getting the Second Reading, he should 
ask the House to send the Bill to a Select 
Committee, where evidence might be taken 


and the subject thoroughly threshed out. 


If he took that course, and was prepared 
prey 

to adopt Amendments as he had sug- 

gested, he might say the Governmeat 


| would take no hostile view of the measure, 


but as the Bill was at present drafted 
there were so many objections to it that 


'he could not for the moment give it any 


ee t | more cordial support. 
similar to the model by-laws issued by | PP 


the Home Office, and they hed practically | 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8S.) said it was 


/eminently desirable that some uniformity 


should be introduced into our by-laws 
regarding the lighting of vehicles; , he 
could conceive nothing more inconvenient 
than the existence of so many different 
systems. Local government was all very 


was a great deal better than variety. 
Tuis was a difficulty which increased 
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every year with the growth of population. | 
Fifty years ago, when our roads were 
much less used than now, and whea new | 
villages and new towns did not spring up 
in every direction, this was not such a 
pressing question as at the present time, 
when cur population was very rapidly 
increasing and our roads were being used 
more than ever, people even goi'g ba k 
to them and not confining themselves to 
the railways. The question had become 
more urgent and the need for uniformity 
was greater than ever. He did not speak 
for the motorist, but on behalf of the | 
humble cyclist. His experience was that | 
the cyclist ran great danger not only from 
the rapid but also from the slow-moving 
vehicle; indeed, it was the slow-moving 
vehicle which was the greatest danger to 
him. He did not, therefore, think any 
Bill would be satisfactory which exempted 
the slow-going vehicle, though he thought 
they might, and he hoped the promoter 
of the Bill would, endeavour to meet the 
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case of the farmer who used the road 


for 
to 


say 10) 
another. 


yards—from one farm 
He thought a real, sub- 


stantial case had been made out for 
| passing some such Bill; and he considered 


uniformity was needed in Scotland 
as well as in England, though it 
might be that the Scotch law ought to 
be considered by itself. He hoped the 
House would accept the Bill, and that, 
after every opportunity for amending it 
had been given, the Government would 
make every effort to pass it into law. 


*Mr. BIGWOOD said he was disposed 
to accept the offer of the Government, on 
condition that special facilitics were given 
for the future progress of the Bill. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 109 ; Noes, 
108. (Division List No, 157.) 





Allen, Charles P. 

Austin, Sir John 

Barlow, John Emmott 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bill, Charles 

Bowles, Lt.-Col. H. F. (Middlesex 
Brigg, John 

Brothertor, Edward Allen 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burns, John 

Surt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Cawley, Frederick 

Gecil, Lord dugh (Greenwich ) 
Channirg, Francis Allston 
Chapman, Edward 

Cheetham, John Frederick 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Srooks, William 

Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Delany, William 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dixon 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Emmott, Alfred 

Fenwick, Charles 

Field, William 

Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Garfit, William 


Mr, Bryce. 


{ 
} 
| 
| 


AYES. 


Gilhooly, James 
Gore, Hon. 8S. F. Ormspy 
Graham, Henry Robert 


| Grant, Corrie 


Harrington, Timothy 

Helder, Augustus 

Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Higham, John Sharp 
Howard, J. (Midd. ,Tottenham ) 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson, John 


| Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 





Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan, W 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Leese, Sir Joseph F.( Accrington 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J (Portsmouth 
Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis( Edinburgh W. 
M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 
Mitchell, Edw.(Fermanagh,N. ) 
Mitchell, William (Burnley) 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, Hon. J.Scott(Hants. ) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Moss, Samuel 

Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 


( Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Norton, Capt. Gecil William 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Priestley, Arthur 

Reid, Sir R. Threshie( Dumfries 
Ridley, S. Forde 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw-Stewart, SirH.( Renfrew) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Smith,Rt Hn J Parker(Lanarks 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thompson, Dr. EC(Monagh’n,N 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.RB.) 
Toulmin, George 

Tully, Jasper 

Turnour, Viscount 

Ure, Alexander 

Valentia, Viscount 

Villiers, Ernest Amherst 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 





Bigwood and Colonel Denny. 








217 Women’s 


{12 May 1905} 


Enfranchisement Bill, 218 


NOES. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. ) 
Acland-Hood, Capt. SirAlex.F. 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allsopp, Hon. George 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John 8S. Harmood- 
Bathurst, Hn. Allan Benjamin 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Boland, John 

Bright, Allen Heywood 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Campbell, Rt.Hn.J.A.(Glasgow 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 

Co. bett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Crombie, John William 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cullinan, J. 

Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan) 
Devlin, Chas Ramsay(Galway) 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dilke. Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Doogan, P. Cc. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fergusson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. SirJ.(Mane’r 
Ffrench, Peter 

Fieiden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Findlay, Alexander( Lanark, NE 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gunter, Sir Robert 
Hammond, John 


Joyce, Michael 


Lundon, W. 


Murphy, John 


O’ Dowd, John 


Main Question, as amended, put, and 
agreed to, 


Hardie, J. Keir(Merthyr Tvdvil) | 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) | 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 


Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W.) 
Lawson,John Grant( Yorks. NR 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layvland-Barratt, Francis 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A.R. 
Lough. Thomas 


MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Fadden, Edward 

Maxwell, W.J.H( Dumfriesshire 
Milner, Rt. Hon.Sir FrederickG. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Murnaghan, George 


Nannetti, Joseph Pp. 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor,James (Wicklow, W.) 
O’ Doherty, William 


‘of the principle was 


O'Shaughnessy, P.JJ. 

| Parrott, William 

Perks, Robert Wiliiam 
Rankin, Sir James 

Reddy, M. 

Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
2obinson, Brooke 

Roche, John 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rose, Charles Day 
Round, Rt. Hon. 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Slack, John Bamford 

Stanley, EdwardJas.(Somerset 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. M‘Taggart 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Tavlor, Theodore (.( Radcliffe) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Walrond, Rt Hn.Sir WilliamH. 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, J. W.(Worcestersh.N.) 
Wilson-Todd, Sir W H.( Yorks.) 


| Young, Samuel 


' 
James 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES—Mr. 
Catheart Wason and Sir 
Herbert Maxwell. 


O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 


him that no detailed argument in favour 
necessary. The 


/arguments of John Stuart Mill on Mr. 


Second Reading put off for six months, 


WOMEN’S ENFRANCHISEMENT BILL. 
[SECOND READING. ] 


Order for Second Reading read. 


*Mr. SLACK (Hertfordshire, St. 
Albans), in moving the Second Reading 
of this Bill, expressed his regret that the 
measure should have come on at 80 late an 
hour in the afternoon, and said that as a 


Disraeli’s Reform Bill in 1867 were still 


|unanswered and, in his opinion, they 


were unanswerable. The question was 
not one of Party, the principle having 


| been supported by a majority of every 


| Party inthe House. The enfranchisemeni 
'of women was a necessary factor in 


also would be compelled to accept. 


comparatively new Member he felt almost | 
appalled at the extraordinary abuse of | 


the forms of the House which that after- 


noon had been witnessed, manifestly | 
and in some quarters avowedly with a | 


view to preventing discussion of this 
Bill. A study of previous debates on 


/majority of 114. 


the question ot the Parliamentary en- | 


tranchisement of women had convinced 


modern social progress, which had already 
been accepted by British colonies and 
which before long the mother country 
The 
principle had been discussed seventeen 
times in that House. In 1897 a Bill 
similar to the one under discussion was 
read a second time by a majority of 
seventy-one, while last year a Resolution 
affirming the principle was carried by a 
This week, Punch, 
that popular journal which generally had 
its finger upon the pulse of genuine public 
opinion, had put the case for this Bill in 
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a nutshell, or rather in a cartoon, en- 
titled “The Dignity of the Franchise.” 


The object of the Bill was to place 
women electurally in precisely the same 
position as men now occupied. 
Bill would enfranchise women of every 
class, married and single, working 
women and women of leisure. It 


was certainly the intention of the pro- | 


moters that it should enfranchise married 
women, and in Committee he would be 
glad, if necessary, to insert words, making 
this quite clear, providing that women 


should be enfranchised whether under | 


coverture or not. The class chiefly con- 
cerned, however, were the working women 
of the country. The Bill embodied no 


new-fangled fancy franchise, but simply | 
extended all existing franchises to women. | 
it equalised the Parliamentary suffrage | 
by admitting women as citizens on the | 


same terms as men and abolishing the 


electoral disqualification of sex. It would 
enfranchise the great and numerous | 
class of women occupiers. It had | 


been ascertained that in the Bradley 
Ward of the Borough of Nelson more than 
95 per cent. of the women voters now on 
the register were working women, while in 
Bolton the percentage was no !ess than 
90, and out of 5,234 women voters now 


on the municipal register, and whom this | 


Bill would add to the Parliamentary 
register, no fewer than 4,752 were working 
women. 
women on the local register, 
working women. 
the city of Leeds 532 out of 536 and 
1,100 out of 1,190 women voters were 
working women. 


Fifty-three years ago Herbert Spencer | 


wrote— 


‘Equity knows no difference of sex. The 
law of equal freedom manifestly applies to the 
whole race, female as well as male.” 


and that was just as good philosophy to- 
day as when first written. During the 


generation since Disraeli’s Bill of 1867 | 
there had been a great advance in public | 


opinion on this question. Women could 


now vote for 


{COMMONS} 


The | 


In St. Paneras, out of 5,231 | 
Q 3,221 were | 
And in two wards oi | 


county, borough, and | 
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| was these same women who under this 
Bill would be qualified to exercise the 
Parliamentary franchise. The national 
attitude had changed, but in this 
House the recent tendency had been re 
| trograde and reactionary. Women had 
lost ground bothas regarded educational! 
'and municipal administration. They 
were no longer qualified for direct elec- 
| tion to the education authorities, nor 
were they eligible to sit on the London 
borough councils, which had taken the 
place of bodies for election to which 
they were previously elegible. These 
disqualifications would never have bee, 
imposed had the principle of this Bill 
/ been the law of the land. Women had 
/no Parliamentary vote to protect: thie 
position they had gained, and in legisla- 
tive assemblies unrepresented interests 
far too frequently went to the wall. 


The test he would apply to thisas to all 
other matters was simply, “Isit right /” 
and he held that few men could say from 
their conscience that it was not right t» 
give to women the Parliamentary fran 
chise. The disfranchisement of women 
was unconstitutional, mexpedient, mis- 
chievous, and unjust. It was wrong to 
force reasonable and responsible citizens 
to obey laws which had been enacted 
without the possibility of sanction or 
protest on their part. Women were ex- 
cluded from the learned profession, in- 
eligible for service on juries, and for thie 
magistracy. Before the law women were 
prosecuted, defended, tried, and judge! 
by men, and thus the door was opened 
to prejudice, error, and injustice. 
|Give them the Parliamentary suffrage 
and the greatest of their grievances 
would be assuaged, their wrongs miti- 
gated, and the injustice to a certain 
'extent remedied, because they would 
'have a voice in the constitution of the 
highest Court of the realm. In this House, 
by their own representatives, they could 
then voice their case. This Bill was 
framed as a reasonable measure—to ex- 
| tend the franchise to women on the same 
terms as to men. It was intended to en- 





parish councils and boards of guardians, | 
and a few weeks ago the House | 
decided by a large majority that! whether as owner, occupier, or lodger. 
the women who were qualified to vote! The Bill was drawn on a sound and broad 
jor those municipal bodies should also) basis—sound, because it made no invidious 
be qualified to be elected to them. It, legal distinctions bet ween different classes 


Mr. Slack. 


franchise every woman, who if she had 
been a man would have had a vote, 
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of women, and broad because it took the | on the Parliamentary register, and that 


existing basis inregard tomen. Itsought 
to establish the priuciple that now and 
always there should be precisely the 
same qualification for men and women, 
and that the future broadening of the 
vote which must come should carry 
women with it. The area covered by 


the Bill could not be usefully widened or | 


narrowed ; if it were on a different basis 
't would be open to the charge of intro- 
ducing a fresh complication into our 
already over-complicated, antiquated, 


« ad 


Women asked for no privilege. 


electeral — system. 
They 


right 


discredited 


claimed a sacred and inviolable 
which had been recognised by colony 
with the best possible 


after colony 


results. They begged no favour but 
a fair field for a great body of responsible 
citizens. They demanded bare justice, 
the redress of a great wrong, and the ad- 
justment of a glaring inequality. Their 
claim was based on the eternal principles 
ot liberty, equality, equity, and justice, and 
also of national morality and righteous- 





sex should be no bar to the franchise, 
was a proposal which, in his opinion, was 
rendered both desirable and necessary by 
the modern conditions of industry, and by 
the development and extension of that 


commercial and industrial system on 


'which the prosperity of this country 


) many 


| 
| 


ness—principles to which this House could | 


never for long consent to turna deaf ear. 
The House had nothing to do with the 


consequences of a measure which simply | 


ought todo justice. Withholding justice 


always led to public danger and discon- 


tent. He ventured to prophesy that the 
results of this measure if passed would be 
both beneficent the 
bounds of freedom would be enlarged, and 


and permanent, 
government would be more broadly based 
because based upon the will of all the 
people. He begged to move. 


*Sir JOHN ROLLESTON (Leicester) 
suid he was glad to have the opportunity 
of seconding the Motion that this very 
second 


modest Bill should be read a 


time. That women who had the same 


_ schemes of industriid reform. 


rests. The position of female labour in 
countries was such that woman 
was the servant of man, working for him, 
not as a free agent, but in a state of 
dependence upon him whether wives 
In England at least 


women were free, going to their work as 


or daughters. 


s the com- 


the equals, and, indeed, a 
petitors of men, receiving their wages 


and disposing of them as they thought 


well. In many trades, where the 
handling of fine fabrics and the manipu- 
lation of delicate machiners was 


necessary, it was found that the labour 
of women was superior to that of men. 
Thus in the great development of manu- 
facture, it had come about that female 
labour took a large share in the produc- 
and the 


commercial prosperity of the country 


tion of the national wealth, 
might be said to be largely dependent 


upon it. But while women took their 


places in industry side by side with men, 


meins the 


no 


their position was by 
same. They complained thot they were 
peculiarly subject to the exactions of 
the 
wages than men even for the same work, 


sweiter, that they received lower 
and that, as regarded tec!.nical education, 


their needs were almest wholly dis- 
They were shat out from all 
This they 


attributed, and rightly so in his opinion, to 
All would recog- 


regarted. 


political helplessness. 
ni-e the great improvement in the con- 


| dition of working men since the establish- 


ment of trades unions, and how, by com- 


qualifications as men should be placed | bination, so much had been obtaine| for 








223 Women’s 


te benefit of working people, and pro- 
bably all would agree that that improve- 
ment and that benefit would not have 
been secured at any rate to the same 
extent, if the members of trades unions 
had 


And, now that women as much as men 


not been enlowed with the vote. 


worked in their factories and workshops, 
now that they were in many cases the 
breadwinners, and in some cases the sole 
breadwinners, what argument was there 
for withholling from them the privileges 
of democracy which menenjoyed? While 
the foundation of their vast system of 
commerce rested so much upon female 
labour, while women shared so largely in 
the upkeep of the nation by the contri- 
bution of their labour to its trade, he 
submitted that no argument could be 
advanced in favour of sex remaining a 


disqualification for the franchise. 


Many persons who were in favour of the 
franchise being given to women with a 
property qualification were opposed to 
this Bill. 


in the extension of the franchire only 


Personally, he took no interest 


with a 
He did not 


with property cared in the least about 


to women property qualifica- 


tien. believe that women 
the vote; to many it would be a luxury, 
to some even a nuisances, and Parliament 
need not trouble itself on account of 
those who were indifferent or were not 
pressing the matter forward. But women 
who worked for a weekly or daily wage 
did about 
would be not a luxury, but daily bread. 


care the vote; to them it 


He believed that inquiry had shown 


that 90 per cent. of the women who 


would go upon the register if this 
Bill passed would be working women. 


He understood that 7s. a week was the 

average wage of the working women of 

this country, and he remembered hearing 
Sir John Rolleston. 
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| it stated by a member of a deputation 


last year that she had worked ten hours 
a day welding chains for 5s. a week. 
These were the women who wanted the 
sime chance in life as men, and while 
they did the sime work and furnished 
so large a proportion of the labour 


supply of the country, there could be no 


reason why they should be denied 
political rights. It could not be to 
the interests of a commercial State 


which required for its sustenance a con- 
stant supply of well-fed and healthy 
labourers that cheap labour of this kind 
should be exacted from any section of 
its citizens, The question to-day was no+ 
the franchis» 
but that 


franchise, whatever it was or might b:, 


how much or how little 


should be extended, in that 
there should be equality, that one worker 
should not be denied what was given to 
He cared not what effect such 
a reform might have upon the balance 
A State, highly 


and advancing in civilisation, 


another. 


of political Parties. 
civilised 
conducting its internal economy on prin- 
ciples of equity and justice need have io 


fear of disturbance of politi‘al power. 


He hoped the Bill would be read 
In if those 


who opposed or supported the measure 


a second time. any case, 
did so moderately and without prejudice. 
so satisfied was he with the arguments 
in its favour that he was certain the 
discussion would prove a step forward 
in the path of a reform for which the 
advancement of this country and its 
people would give ample justification. 
Their great commercial system was based 
upon the industry and intelligence of the 
people, and it might be said that the 
working people had the greatest stake of 
all in its maintenance anl prosperity. 


Anything which injured that system, 
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contracted its operations, or impaired 


its machinery, must be felt firstly 
and most severely by those who 
worked for daily or weekly wages. 


Consequently their stake in the prosperity 
of the country was a great one, and that 
so large a proportion of those who had 
this large stake should be kept out of 
political rights was a condition which, 
in his opinion, both needed and de- 
manded alteration. The request for that 
alteration was now made, and he could 
assure the House there was intense energy 
and force behind it. In the past there 
had been great men in the Conservative 
Party who had not been slow to recog- 
the of 


though from a 


nise aspirations democracy, 
nor to discern, even 
distance, the operation of forces not, 
at the but 
intensity of which 


There 


perhaps, visible top, 


the strength and 
were clearly to ba seen below. 
hid been statesmen on their side, who, 
in response to that instinct, had been the 
first to initiate and to bring to maturity 
democratic changes in the constitution 
of this country. He hoped and believed 
that the species was not yet extinct, 
and he further hoped that the next great 
measure of electoral reform might come 
from their side and that it might embrace 
at least that modest extension of the 
franchise suggested in the Bill before the 
House and of which he was glad to have 
the opportunity of supporting the Second 


teading,. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 


“That the 
time.” 


Bill be now read a second 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton), 


in moving that the Bill be read a second | 


time that day six months, said that 
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reference had been made to the views 
of John Stuart Mill. It was true that 
he voted for Mr. Mill’s Motion, but he 
did so with great hesitation, and cer- 


tainly not because he regarded his 
arguments as unanswerable. He _ re- 
membered asking Mr. Mill, at Mr. 
Bright’s suggestion, whether he was 


really in favour of giving the franchise 
to all women or only to a few. It was 
only when Mr. Millreplied that he was in 
favour of giving it to a few that Mr. 
Bright was prepared to vote for women’s 
Therefore Mr. Mill, 


arguments had been referred to as un- 


suffrage. whose 


auswerab!e, would himself have been 


against this Bill. That was thirty-seven 
years ago, and in thirty-seven years one 
increased to a certain extent in experi- 
ence. Every successive year since then 
had made him more and more regret the 
vote he then gave, and he had en- 
deavoured to make up for it asa penance 
by opposing the Women’s Franchise Bill 
tooth and nail ever since. He was 
entirely against female suffrage, and even 
if he were in its favour, he would, as a 
Radical and a democrat, oppose this 
Bill. 
from men physically and intellectually. 
We did not know 
According to Darwin we 
the 


protoplasm by evolution became in some 


Aiter all, women were different 


how the difference 
had arisen. 


all commenced from a Single cell; 


cases a man and in others a woman, 
and as a result of the processes in the 
laboratory of nature the sexes differed 
intellectually and physically. There were 
many physical tasks performed by men 
for which women were not fitted. They 


could not serve as soldiers, 


An HON. MEMBER: You are not a 


| soldier. 
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Mr. LABOUCHERE agreed, but he 
recognised that in every country in the 
last resort it was the business of every 
citizen of the couutry to go to its defence, 
and therefore he constituted one of the 
Reserves. Apparently, his hon. friend 
suggested that the franchise should be 
given to women because they could 
fulfil the duties of citizenship by turning 
out as soldiers after all the men had been 
destroyed. But that was not women’s 
business; they could not do it; it must 
be recognised as one of their limitations. 
Neither could women act as policemen. 
Order and liberty, the social fabric, 
rested ultimately upon force, and the 
fact that women could not contribute to 
that force was a limitation of citizenship. 
The vote should be given only to those 
whocould maintain a Government by force 
if necessary, provided, of course, it was a 
sound Government, but women could 
Government 
the 


As. civilisa- 


neither defend a good 


nor upset a bad one. It was 


same in industrial life. 
tion increased, the hard manual work 
the of 


In this country the law had 


was taken out of hands 
women. 
interfered to prevent women from doing 
men’s work. He thought, therefore, it 
might fairly be said that women could 


Of 


course, it was not their fault that they 


not fulfil the duties of citizenship. 


were more beautiful than muscular. 


There was also a difference between 
women and men in mental equipment. 
In some things they were superior to 
men, but in other things men were very 
much their superiors. During the first 
years at school girls outstripped boys, 
but after a certain age the boys more 
In 


matters women were much more useful 


than overtook the girls. domestic 


and understood them better than men, 
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little trades in which 


and in certain 
women engaged they might be able to 
give points tomen. But in the considera- 
tion of the great problems which came 
before the Imperial Parliament they were 
certainly inferior intellectually to men. 
There were doub‘less exceptions, but he 
was speaking of the sex as a whole, 
Women were nervous, emotional, and 
had little of 


Every man knew what it was to argue 


very sense proportion, 


with a woman. He had given it up. A 
woman would lay down her views, and 
though it were conclusively proved to her 
that she was wrong, she would continue 
stolidly to repeat her old arguments. 
But whence did she get her opinions and 
conclusions? Very often from someone 


who had influence over her. 


Considering the nature of this great Pa’ 
liament and what its duties were he was 
convinced that women, fitted as they were 
for many things, were not fitted to hav 
votes. It was said that women were 
entitled to the franchise as aright. But 
the giving of votes must depend upon 


whether it was an advantage to the 


community, and it would be a greit 
disadvantage to the cominunity to give 
women votes. It would also be injurio:s 
to women themselves. It was said also 
that the argument against women being 
unfit for the franchise was disproved by 
the fact that this 


excellent Queen for many years. 


had an 
But i 
must be remembered that the Queen 


country 


could only act on the advice of her 
Ministers, and in his opinion it would be 
easier for @ woman to act as Queen than 
to act as a simple voter. Women 
exercised a great influence over men, 
and they desired to retain that influence. 
The laws of nations had been largely 


shaped by women, although women had 
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no hand directly in the making of 
the laws, This would be 
lost to Women if they had votes, and that 
was the reason why the vast majority 


of women did not desire the franchise. 


influence 





In fact, women had at present such an | 


influence over the actions of men that if | 
they had been really united in the desire | 
for the franchise they would have got it 
long ago, It was only a few women with 
masculine minds who took an interest in 
politics and desired to have votes in order 
that they might enter the political arena. 
This matter must be considered from a 
broad point of view. Whatever the Bill | 
might say, the admitted object of the | 
promoters was to put men and women in | 
a position of absolute equality in the | 
matter of the franchise, to break down 

the barrier of sex, and to give women the 


vote precisely as it was now given to men. 
What would that mean? Somehow or 
other there were more females than males | 
born, and at the time of a general election 
there were always more men than women 
absent from the country. Therefore, as 
there were more women than men in the | 
country, if the female franchise was 


established it would mean the absolute 


abnegation of the rights of men, and the | 


surrender of the whole government of the 
country to women. 


ordinary questions women would not all 
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sexes? 


| those ladies. 


It was true that on | 


act together; they would be split up into | 


Parties; but when it came to a question | 


versus the 
would be 


the male 


of the interest of women 


interest of men they 


absolutely united against 
portion of the community. It was, 
therefore, absolutely dangerous. Women 


would want to sit in Parliament. 


Whether his hon. friend was in favour of 
that or not —— 
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*Mr. SLACK: Iam not in favour of 
assisting you to talk it out. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: Talking it out ! 
Was it really supposed that a measure of 
this tremendous importance could be 
voted upon after a discussion of two 


| hours! No, it was not a quostion of 
| talking it out; he was trying to convert 
his hon. 
| friend was in favour of it or not, it would 


friend. But whether his hon. 


/matter very little if women were given 
| votes, as the right to sit in the House 
could not then logically be denied. 


Now, would it really be desirable to turn 
this venerable and respectable Parliament 
into an arena with a promiscuity of 
He thought it would be most 
There were young men 
He had seen in the lobbies all 


undesirable. 
there. 


| sorts of political flirtations going on to 


get their vote. Asan old man he could 


not conscientiously countenance placing 


them or anybody else in the hands of 
He had had cards sent in 
to himself, and gentlemen had come to 
him and said, ‘‘ The ladies want to see 
He re- 
membered the intelligent Ulysses closed 


you.” Well, he was cautious. 


his ears not to hear the sirens; and so 
If he had 


gone—man was weak—he might have 


he did not go to those ladies. 


been cajoled and humbugged into 


taking their part and voting for this 
measure. No, it was really not safe. 
That was the view taken in all other 
matters. Boys and girls were not now 
taught together; it was recognised that 
not 


the education for the one was 


| exactly suited to the requirements of the 


other sex. Would anybody suggest that 


there shou'd be juries of women? 


I 
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(“Certainly.”] Mixed juries? [“No.”] | Under the Bill as it stood, only pro- 


They would not go so far as that; even 
they drew the line there! The general 
opinion was that the administration of 
justice would not gain by having jury- 
women instead of jurymen. Men were 
calmer and more likely to give a fair 
verdict. Would his hon. friend suggest 
that there should be women Judges and 


women advocates ? 


Mr. CORRIE GRANT (Warwickshire, 


Rugby): All we want is freedom. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE said that was 
what he wanted. He wanted freedom 
for men. He was not going to be 
crushed under the dominion of women. 
He was a follower of John Knox, who 
wrote of ‘‘the horrible regiment of 
women.” He went further; he was a 
St. Paul objected 
to women talking in churches. Ap- 


successor of St. Paul. 


parently the church was then the place 
where discussions were carriedon. Take 
the Church now. Were Archbishops 
women ? Headmitted that many working 
women did not get fair treatment in the 
matter of wages, but to give them votes 
would not raise their wage by one shilling. 
How was it that men had obtained better 
wages? Not by legislation, but through 
their trade 
desired to improve women’s wages would 


unions, and those who 


do better to go and preach trade 
unionism to the women workers than to 
endeavour to secure them a barren vote 
which would do them no good at all. If 
his hon. friends would promote legislation 
to secure to women a minimum wage he 
would heartily support them. But even 
if he were in favour of women’s suffrage, 
as a Radical and a democrat he would 
oppose this Bill. 
Mr. Labouchere. 


pertied women, lodger spinsters, and 
female servants would get votes. If a 
woman married she would lose her vote, 


*Mr. SLACK: The hon. Member is 
entirely inaccurate. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE sugzestel that 
the hon. Member should read the Bill for 
himself. If it passed without modifica- 


tion marriage would be practically 


penalised. He would never accept what 
he did not think was an honest Bill. 
There was a deliberate attempt in the 
present measure to get in the thin end of 
the wedge. Women might be useful 
members upon subordinate local boards, 
for they had capacity for administrative 
and that work affected both 


sexes, but could not his hon. friend 


work, 


appreciate the vast difference between 
a board of 


board and the great Imperial Parliament ? 


guardians or a_ school 
The Bill was thoroughly undemocratic 
and opposed to the most elementiry 
principles of Radicalism. Votes in favour 
of women’s suffrage had increased, it 
was said, and possibly that was so. 
Men were very weak in regard to women. 
Ladies came to them and adjured them 
to support the cause, and promised in 
return to canvas for the candidate, who 
in the belief that the movement would 
never come to a head weakly gave a 
promise, A vast number of Gentlemen 
had incautiously made such promises, 
and were anxious to avoid the fulfil- 
[““Oh.”] Yes, 
they were glad the Bill came on for dis- 
He did 


not shirk the expression of his views 


ment of their obligations. 
cussion too late for a division. 


in opposition to the Bill. An im- 


portant Bill came on dealing with a 

















933 Women’s 
matter on which be had astrong opinion, 
and it was supposed that discussion should 
be restricted under pain of being accused 
of a desire to talk out women’s suffrage. 
But let supporters of this Bill understand 
that they could not have it both ways, 
and if women came into political life they 
must accept the conditions equally with 
men. 
drawing-rooms did not obtain in polities, 


The polite deference to women in 


but it was supposed, perhaps, that if ladies 
had seats in the House 
would yield them precedence in speaking, 


male Members 


though @ man might hold strong views, 
as he did, on the question of vehicle 
I ghts. 
would destroy the best relation between 


To give the franchise to women 
the sexes. Think of a married manafter 
having heard speeches maundering on all 
the evening having to go over the whole 
again with his wife and daughters. They 
might be on opposite sides, and it would 
mean the destruction of the social rela- 
tions that had existed from time im- 
memorial. Those who were Radicals 
should vote against the Bill, even if they 
women’s sufirage, 
because it Radical 
democratic Bill, and Conservatives should 


were in favour of 


was not a and 
not be induced to support it by the limita- 
tions attached, for they might be assured 
that if once a certain number were ad- 
mitted to the franchise every woman in 
the country would soon be clamouring 
not only for votes but {or the right=to sit 


in the House. 


Me. ; HERBERT, ¢ ROBERTSON 
(Hackney, 8.) said that he for once was 
in full agreement with the hon. Member 
for Northampton. When men exercised 
their Parliamentary franchise they were 
creating the great body with whom 
ultimately must rest not only the making, 
but the enforcement of the laws. It 
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might be perfectly possible that in cer- 
tain constituencies the votes of women 
under the Bill might be in the majority, 
and as the undoubted desire of the pro- 
moters of the Bill was to extend it to all 
women, in the end that majority would be 
probable in all constituencies. To carry 
out the principle logically both husband 
and wife would have to have the vote. 
Supposing a House consisting to a large 
extent of Members elected by the votes 
of women passed a law to which men as 
a whole objected, did hon. Members 
suppos® that it would be possible to 
enforce that law? They could not force 
men’s obedience to laws passed by the 
influence of a majority of women, con- 
trary to the opinion of men on whose 
the sanction of the law 


power final 


rested. Something like a revolution 


would result. Thev would have dissooi- 
ated the real from the nominal power of 
the country. The real sanction of any 
law at present was that it was backed by 
the power of the men who passed it, and 
by allowing women to come in, and in 
certain circumstances to control the 
election of Members to Parliament, they 
would vest the creation of the legislative 
power in one body, while the sanction 
for the maintenance of the laws passed by 
the Legislature was vested in another body, 
The agitation now experienced in conse- 
quence of the passing of the Education 
Act would be nothing compared to that 
which would follow an Act framed on the 
demands of women contrary to the wishes 
of men. Nothing but another Bill re- 
straining the power of election and bring- 
ing the power back to its real source of 


origin would be able to set the matter 


right. 


His information as to the opinion of 


the colonies, where women had received 
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votes, regarding the success of that | as his Motion undoubtedly had reference 
change did not agree with that given to | to propertied people. 
the House that day. On the contrary, 


he was informed that the colonies were *Mr. SLACK: Mr, John Stuart Mill 
MR, Skat > MY, x art Mi 


seriously dissatisfied with the result, and 
. proposed exactly what I propose to-day: 


that there was a desire to repeal that —. 
I viz., to read the word “ person” for 


“man” in the Reform Bill of 1867, and 
that would have enfranchised every 


legislation. In canvassing for county 
council elections he had been struck by a 
ateieaaliasauadiniaMawal invites pehepri woman that my Bill seeks to enfranchise, 
voters to take a broad or all-round view 4 
ofa question. In almost every case they 
fixed upon some minor detail, and refused Mr. HERBERT ROBERTSON said 
to consider anything else. That was not that, at any rate, that was some years 
the spirit in which it was desirable to 49, and public interest in the question, 
conduct elections to that House. Men however strong it might have been at 
did not regard matters in that light at a the time referred to, was not so strong 
veneral election, though they might at [0We 

a by-election. The hon. Member for 

Leicester described the Bill as a  *Mp. SLACK rose in his place, and 
modest measure. Any adjective less jlaimed to move, ‘ That the Question be 


appropriate it would be difficult to find. oy put;” but Mr. Deputy-Speaker 
er: ee Sa sae Tast ? ; ee 
It was distinctly the most ambitious Bill \ithheld his assent, and declined then to 


Pd > . ; roge ; Ive ’ i » y » . 
in this direction ever brouzht befor | put that Question. 
Parliament. He cordially agreed with 


the hon. Member for Leicester that 
Mr. HERBERT ROBERTSON said 


women of property did not care about 
that for the hon. Member to say that 


the vote and that it would be a nuisance 


to them. The vast bulk of women did ®° one could conscientiously refuse to 


not desire the franchise. support the Bill appeared to be a parody 


1 of the whole situation. 
Sir JOHN ROLLESTON: I entirely 
dissent. And, it being half-past Five of the 
clock, the debate stood adjourned. 


| 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTSON said | 

he was speaking from his own experience. Debate to be resumed upon Monday 
Although he had made long inquiry he next, 

had been unable to find any desire in 
this direction amoung either property 
owners or any other class, The hon. 
Member for St. Albans had urged that 
John Stuart Mill’s opinions ought to be 


Whereupon Mr. Derury-Speaker ad- 
journed the House without Question 
put, pursuant to Standing Order No. 5. 


sufficient to induce Members to support 

: : Stuart Mill would Adjournec at twenty-six minutes 
a: Se aes é before Six o’clock till Monday 
not have been in favour of such a Bill, | ‘oul. 

Mr. Herbert Robertson. 
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Rotherham, Maltby, and Laughton 
| Railway Bill. Brought from the Com- 


Monday, 15th May, 1905. 


PRI VATE BILL BUSINESS, 


The LorD CHANCELLOR acquainted the | 


House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments 


had laid upon the Table the Certificates | 


from the Mxaminers that the Standing | 
Orders applicable to the following Bills | 
have been complied with :—Pier 
Harbour Provisional Orders 
Pier and Harbour 
(No. 2) [H.L.]. 

Certificates that the 


And also the 


further Standing Orders applicable to the | 
following Bills have been complied with: | 


-- Whitechapel and Bow Railway; Great 
Western Railway (New Railways); 
Aylesbury Gas; Ealing ( ‘orporation ; 

South Oxfordshire Water and Gas ; Great 
Western 


Halifax Corporation; Stockport Corpora- 
] | I 


tion; ristol Corporation ; Croydon 
Corporation; Heckmondwike Improve- 
ment; South Wales Electrical Power 


Distribution Company ; Aberdare Urban 


District Council; Colne Corporation ; 
Swansea Corporation. The same were | 
ordered to Lie on the Table. 


Wellingborough and District Tramroads 
and Klectricity Supply Bill [u.u.]. Peti- 
tion for additional provision; of the 
British Electric Traction Company, 
Limited, and of the Rushden Urban Dis 
trict Council, together with the proposed 
Amendments annexed thereto; read, anid 
referred to the Examiners. 


Hull, Barnsley, and West Riding Junc- 
~ tion Railway and Dock Bill. The CHatr- 
MAN OF COMMITTEES informed the House 
that the opposition to the Bill was with- 


drawn, ‘The orders made on the 6th of | 


April and Thursday last discharged, and | 


Bill committed. 


Alexandra Park and Palace Bill [11.t.]. 
Read 3", 


Commons. 


Sandgate Urban District Council Bill 


[u.t.]. Report from the Select Committee, 


That the Committee adjourned this day 


at One o’clock. 
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and | 
(No. 1) [au]; | 
Provisional Orders | 


tailway (Additional Powers) ; | 


and passed, and sent to the | 


|mons; read 1*; and referred to the 


| Xxaminers. 


| Holy Trinity, Portsea, Bill [i1.L.]. Re- 
| turned from the Commons agreed to, with 
jan Amendment. The said. Amendment 
| considered, an | agreed to. 


(rillingham, and 
{éturned from 
Amendments 


srompton, Chatham, 
Rochester Water Bill. 
ithe Commons, with 
| agreed to. 


the 


Great Central Railway (Pension Fund) 

sill [4.0.]; Morley Corporation Bill; 
| Llandrindod Wells Urban District Council 
sill[u.u.]; Acton Sewage Bill; Birming- 
ham Corporation Bill; Great Northern 
Railway Bill; Wellingborough and Dis- 
trict Tramroads and Electricity Supply 
sill [1.0.]; Neweastle-upon-Tyne Cor- 
| poration Bill [u.u.]. Report from the 
Committee of Selection, That the Lord 
Hare (2. Listowel) be proposed to the 
| House as a member of the Select Com- 
mittee on the said Bills in the place of 
the Viscount Ridley; read, and agreed 
to. 


Sandgate Urban Distriet Couneil Bill 
[u.L.]. Report from the Committee of 
| Selection, That the Lord De Mauley be 
| proposed to the House as a member oi 
the Select Committee on the said Bill in 
the place of the Lord Denman; read, and 
agreed to. 


Amend- 
and 


Gamble’s Divorce Bill [H.1.]. 
/ment reported (according to order) ; 
Bill to be read 5* To-morrow. 


Malone’s Divorce (Validation) Bill [ 1.1. ]. 
Read 3* (according to order), and passed, 
and sent to the Commons. 


Lautour’s Divorce Bill [u.u.]. Amend- 
| ment reported (according to order), and 
Bill to be read 3° To-morrow. 

RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
TRADE WITH SIBERIA. 

Report on the condition and prospects 
of British trade in Siberia by H. Cooke, 
Specia! Commissioner of the Commercial 
Intelligence Committee of the Board of 
| Trade. 


K 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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TRADE REPORTS—ANNUAL SERIES. 
No. 3371. Honduras (Truxillo). 
No. 3372. China (Kiungehow). 
No, 3373. China (Chinkiang). 


No, 2374. Persia (Kerman). 


INDIA (FOREST SERVICE). 
Correspondence relating to the training 
of forestry students. 


BANKING AND RAILWAY STATISTICS 
(IRELAND*. 


Report for December, 1904. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND). 


Code of regulations for continuatio 1 


Classes providing further instruction for 


those who have left schcol, 1905. 

Report of the Committee of Council 
on Education in Scotland, with Ay pendix, 
1904-1905. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table, 


ADVERTISEMENTS REGULATION BILL 


[HL |. 
House in’ Committee (on Re-commit- 
ment) (according to Order). 


[The Earl of ONsLow in the Chair } 
“Clause | agreed to, 


Clause 2. 


Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH 
moved the insertion of a proviso at the 
end of Clause 2, the effect of which was, 
he said, to provide a time limit for 
advertisements now in existence, so that 
if and when the Bill became law those 
who had advertisements already up 
should have a certain period of grace 
before the local authority could order 
their removal. 


Amendment moved—— 


“In Clause 2, page 1, at end of clause to 
insert the words, ‘Provided that a local 
authority in making by-laws under this section 
shall provide for the exemption from the 
operation of such by-laws of any hoardings and 
similar structures in use for advertising pur- 
poses, and of any advyertisenients exhibited at 
the time cf the makiug of the by-laws, for such 
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|with regard to 
borough areas issomewhatdifferent. There 
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period, not being less than twelve months, 


as they may think fit.’—(Lord Balfour of 
Buileigh.) 


Lorp BELPER: I may say that 
there is no objection on the part of the 
Government to this or to the other 
Amendments standing on the Paper in 
the name of Lord Baltour of Burleigh. 


On Question, Amendment agreed to 


Tue Eart or CAMPERDOWN said 
that the object of the Amendment 
standing in his name was tocheck a very 
mischievous and annoying practice, and 
one which was becoming more common, 
especially in the neighbour hocd of towns, 
People armed with advertisements or 
stamps travellcd all over the country and 
fixed announcements to trees, gates, wa ls, 
and other property referring to some- 
body’s boots or corsets, and these adver- 
tisements constituted a serious nuisance. 
It was very desirable that the prectice 
should be stopped, or at all events checked, 


He knew a case in Scotland in which a 


county council passed a by-law for this 
purpose, but it was held that the by law 
Was beyond the power of the county 
council. He therefore hoped the Govern- 
ment would accept his new sub-section. 


Amendment moved-— 


“In Clause 2, page 1, line 16, after the word 
‘landscape’ to insert as a new sub-section the 
words : (3) For preventing the affixing or other- 
wise exhibiting advertisements upon any wall, 
tree, fence, gate, or elsewhere on private pro- 
perty, without the consent of either the owner or 
the occupier previously given in writing.’— 
(The Earl of Camperdown.) 


Lorp BELPER: The view of the 
Home Office with regard to this 
Amendment is that, although in itself it 
is a Very desirable one, it 18 not necessary, 
because the power already exists. In 
the case of London there is a provision 
in the Metropolitan Police Act, 1839, 
dealing with this particular case, and 
declaring it to be an offence for any 
person, without the consent of the 
owner or occupier, to fix any bill or other 
paper against any feuce or wall. The law 
county couneil and 


is power to make by-laws under the 
Municipal Corporations Act, 1882, and 
also under the Lecal Government Act, 
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1888, and by-laws are constantly made 
for this particular purpose. A model 
by-law has been approved by the Home 
Office which provides that— 

“ No person shall affix or cause to be affixed 
any placard upon any building, wall, fence, gate, 
door, pillar, tree, or post in or abutting on any 
public street or place, without the permission 
of the owner or occupier, unless authorised so 
to do by law. : 

Tam not authorised to speak on the case 
of Scotland. I do not represent the 
Scottish Office and have no means of 
knowing whether the law is different in 
Scotland ; but as regards England the 
view of the Home Office that the 
Amendment is unnecessary, as the power 
already exists. 


is 


Lorp HENEAGE did not think the 


model by-law which the noble Lord 
who represented the Home Office 
had just read would cover country 


districts, because it contained the words — 

“In or abutting on any public street or 
place.’ 

The object which Lord Camperdown 
had in view, and with which he (Lord 
Heneage) cordially agreed, was to put a 
stop to men going about with paste pots 
and posting advertisements on gates in 
open fields and elsewhere, not necessarily 
in or abutting ona public place. Only 
the other day he saw a hors* shy at one 
of these lar.e advertisements. He (Lord 
Heneave) also objected to the small bills, 
uiany of which were not nice reading. 


Lorb BRAYE reminded the House that 
the Indecent Advertisements Act of 1888 
rendered a great number of th-seadvertise- 
ments indictable, and that within a vear of 
the passiny of the Act the gate posts in the 
country —at any rate in Leicestershire 
and Northamptonshire — were cleared of 
objectionable bills. He hoped the noble 
Earl would press his Amendment, because 
it went a little further still, and would, 
he hoped, have the effect of clearing the 
country of every kind of advertisement 
which could in any way be spoken of as 
objectionable. 


Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH said 
that, so far as he was personally concerned, 
the object of Lord Camperdown had his 
cordial sympathy. If the class of offence 
Ih question was not prohibited under the 
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existing law, he would be glid to see his 
Biil made the machinery for putting an 
effective prohibition upon it. But, in 
view of the statement of the noble Lord 
representing the Home Office, he sug- 
g sted that Lord Camperdown should 
postpone his Amendment at this stage, so 
that in the meantime they might see 
exactly how the matter stood and make 


absolutely certain whether there was an 


existing power sufficient to meet the 


difficulty. 


Lorp BELPER: T have not the 
slightest objection to that course. I 
believe the object of the Amendment is 
already met, but if it is not we can deal 
with it in Standing Committee. 


THe Eart or CAMPERDOWN said 
his Amendment proposed to deal, not 
merely with indecent advertisements, 
but with advertisements of all kinds. 
No doubt in England the law was as 
stated by Lord Belper, but the objection- 
able practice in question had not been 
stopped under it. [t seemed to him 
desirable that where the advertisement 
was an indecent one the offender should 
not merely be punishable on indictment 
but summarily. It had been decided by 
the Courts that county councils in Seot- 
land, at all events, had no power to 
make by-laws to stop this nuisance, and, 
whilst he was willing to accede to the 
course suggested, he thought the evil 
was ove Which ought to be dealt with 
when they had a Bill of this kind before 
them, 


Amendment (bs leave of the Committe e) 
withdrawn. 


Clause 2, as amended, avreed to. 


, 


» 


Claus? 3. 

Lord MONKSWELL said he desired 
to move an Amendment to this clause 
which was not on the Paper, but which 
he had mentioned to the noble Lord in 
charge of the Bill, and to which neither 
Lord Balfour nor His Majesty's Govern- 
ment had any objection, Some persons 
had doubted whether the Bill might not 
derogate from the powers that local 
authorities now possesse! of making by- 
laws; whether it might not be he'd that 


K 2 
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the by-laws made under this Bill were in 
substitution for those already in force ; 
and in order to make the matter per- 
fectly clear he ed his A } 
fectly clear he moved his Amendment. 


Amendment moved— 

“At end of Clause 3, to insert the words, 
‘Provided always that the powers conferred 
by this Act shall be in addition to, and not in 
derovation of, any other powers of making by 
laws possessed by any local authority.’ ” 
(Lord Monkswell.) 


Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH said 
that personally he had no objection to 
this Amendment. He thought it reason- 
able, because in urban districts such as 


the county of London there were 
Stringent powers which were not ap- 


propriate to rural districts. The 
Amendinent merely safeguarded those 


stringent powers where they existed. 
(in Question, Amendment agreed to, 
Clause 5. as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 4. 


Lord BALFOUR or BURLEIGH 
said the Amendment which he now 
moved had been suggested by the Irish 
Government, and was to make it quite 
clear that a certain rate in Treland 
would be applicable to defraying ex- 
penses if any were incurred under the 
Bill, 


Amendment moved— 

“In Clause 4, page ¥, line 12, to leave out 
the word ‘and, and after the word ‘ Wales’ 
to insert the words ‘or Ireland.’ ”——(Lord Bal- 
four of Burleigh.) 


O:: Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Lerp BALFOUR BURLEIGH 
moved an Amendment to provide that 
in the case of the city of London the 
expenses should be defrayed out of the 
consolidated rate. He believed the 
Amendment was agreed to by everybody 
concerned. 


OF 


Amendment moved— 

“In Clause 4, page 2, line 14, after the word 
‘fund,’ to insert the words, ‘in the case of the 
city of London out of the consolidated rate of 
that city and.’”—(Lord Balfour of Burleigh. 

) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Lord Monkswell. 
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Consequential Amendments agreed t, 


Clause 4, as amended, agreed to. 


Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH 
explained that there was a Clause in the 
original draft of the Bill applying it to 
Scotland, but in the changes agreed upon 
hetween the Home Office and himself, 
and which were given effect to by the 
House at the previous stage, the ap plica- 
tion of the Act to Scotland was acci- 
dentally dropped out. He begged to 
move his Amendment. 


Amendment moved— 


“ After Clause 4, to insert as a new clause the 
words: ‘(1) In the application of this Aet to 
Scotland, the Secretary for Scotland shall he 
substituted for the Secretary of State. (2) The 
town council of a burgh to which Section 77 of 
the Burgh Police (Scotland) Act, 1903, applies, 
shall not have power to make by-laws for the 
regulation and control of hoardings and similar 
structures in terms of this Act. (3) By-laws 
made by a county couneil shall not be of any 
foree or effect within a Royal, Parliamentary, 
or police burgh. (4) The seetion of this Aet 
relating to expenses shall apply to Scotland 
with the substitution of ‘veneral purposes 
rate’ for ‘county fund’ ‘ Royal, Parliamentary, 
or police burgh’ for ‘borough? and ‘burgh 
general or police assessment’ for ‘borough fund 


(Lord Balfow of Ruvleigh ) 


or borough rate.’ ” 
On Question, new clause agreed to. 
Clause 5. 
Consequential Amendments agreed to, 


Drafting Amendments ayreed to. 
Clause 5, as amended, agreed. to. 


Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH said 
that the new clause applying the Act to 
Treland had been suggested and drafted 
by the [rish Government, 


Amendment moved— 

‘« After Clause 5, to insert as a new clause the 
words ; ‘In the application of this Act to Ireland 
the Lord-Lieutenant, acting with the advice of 
the Privy Council, shall be substituted for the 
Secretary of State.’ ’°—(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) 


Remaining clause agreed to. 
Bill recommitted to the Standing Com: 


mittee; and to be printed as amended 
(No. 73.) 
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NAVAL AND MILITARY MEDALS BILL { INDENTURED IMMIGRANT 
fut.) |  LABOUREKS IN THE COLONIES. 
[SECOND READING. | | Lorp STANMORE, who had given 
Order of the Day for the Second | notice of his intention to move for a 
Reading read. copy of a despatch from Karl Grey to Sir 


Tae UNDER-SECRETARY — op 
STATE ror WAR (The Karl of 
DonouGuMorE): My Lords, this Bill is 
exactly the same as the Bill which passed 
through all its stages in your Lordships’ 
House last year, and therefore I do not 
propose to explain it at any length. 
The case for the Bill is this. 
years ago legislation was passed carrying 
certain penalties for wrongful use of the 
King’s uniform. We wish to apply the 
sime conditions to the wrongful wearing 
of medals. We have had cases of men 
wearing medals to which they were not 
entitled and UsHigt them as a means of 
obtaining employment, and we propos 
a penalty for sueh an offenes. Lb beg to 
move the Second Reading of the Bill. 


Meved, ‘That the Bill be now read 
2,” —(The Ear of Donoughmore -) 

Lorp MUSKERRY: My Lords, | 
desire to sav a word or two before this 
Bill is read a second time. The Bill only 
refers to medals granted to member 
His Majesty’s Naval and Military Forces. 


sot 


His Majesty was graciously pleased to | 
grant a medal to the officers of the | 


merchant service, in recognition of the 


valuable work done 


Eleven | 


| His Motion refers 


by them during | 


the South African War, and [I would | 


ask my noble friend the Under-Secretary 


of State for War whether he could not | 


see his way, when the Bill goes into 
Committee, to insert an 
which would include the 
officer sof the merchant service. 


medals 


of those officers have the ordinary wat | 


Amendment | 
of | 
Some | 


medals which, I believe, are covered by | 


this Bill, but the special transport medal 


granted to them is not so covered. 


an Amendment meeting this point betore 
the Committee stage is taken. 


THE Earn or DONOUGHMORE: I 


raised by the noble Lord. 


On Question, Bill read 2", and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Monday next 


William Gomm, Governor of Mauritius, 
No. 38 of 1846, and for.a Return, in a 
comparative form, of the Laws, Ordi- 
nances, and Regulations affecting the 
introduction and employment of Inden- 
tured Immigrant Labourers in His 
Majesty’s Colonial (1) as 
existing in 1885; (2) as now existing, 
said: My Lords, I have felt and feel 
some embarrassment with regard to the 
Motion which stands. in my name on the 
Paper to-day. That embarrassment is 
due to the fact that another Motion, also 
relating to coloured indentured immi- 


Possessions 


grants, 1s to be brought before your 
Lordships for discussion to-morrow. — It 
is true that the two Motions are not 
at all similar, either in then scope or in 
their object. The scope ol rine is a 
much wider one than that of the neble 
Lord who has given the notice for 
to-morrow (Lord Coleridge), for the scope 
f mine meludes the whole of the 


question of the legislation with regard to 
coloured 1mmivration in all the Colonies. 
only to the introduetion 
of a particular class of eoolie one 
particular colony. His object is under- 
stood to be to colhivey & Censure On the 
Government for the action which they 
have permitted or enjoined; mine does 
not censure upon any one, 
neither upon the Government nor upon 
private individuals, but merely desires to 
call public attention to one of those 


ho 


convey any 


|curlous fluctuations of public opinion 


which from time to time occur. But 
though our Motions are not identical, 
either in scope or object, it is impossible 
to deny that to a certain extent the two 
Motions do overlap one another, and that 


|some of the arguments and facts which 
| would be quoted in the one would 
I trust that my noble friend will prepare | 


| cumstances, would not greatly matter ; 


necessarily be, if not quoted, alluded to 
in the other. That, under ordinary cir- 
at 


| least it would not greatly matter if the 
£ } 


; _ +| two discussions were separated from one 
shall be very glad to look into the point 


another by any considerable interval; 
but through a series of circumstances not 
entirely due to myself the two Motions 
are now down for two consecutive days, 
and IL think uf J 


vere how to go into 
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my Motion it would be impossible to 
prevent, to some extent, the discussion 
which must take place to-morrow 
being forestalled. It would be very 
difficult, although it is not my Motion, 
although it is not what I wish chiefly to 
dwell on, to keep out of sight the 
Chinese coolie question, which must 
necessarily form a part of it. I have, 
therefore, though somewhat réluctantly, 
come to the conclusion that I should 
best consult your Lordships’ 
venience, and also show that considera- 
tion to the noble and learned Lord to 
which he ig entitled, if I withdraw the 
Motion standing in my name. Lord 
Coleridge gave his notice before mine, 
and, therefore, has a certain priority. 
T have no wish to poach upon another 
man’s preserves, and my Motion, though, 
I think, not less important than that of 
the noble and learned Lord, is one which 
can wait. There is no immediate neces- 
sity for calling attention to this curious 
change of feeling in the public mind. 
My noble friend the Under-Secretary of 
State for the Colonies need not laugh, 
because I can assure him I intend to 
return to the charge hefore long. Cf 
course [ cannot bring forward the same 
Motion again, but I shall bring up the 
same subject by another Motion at a 
decent interval after the discussion of 
to-morrow. | beg, with the permission 
of the House, to withdraw the Motion 
standing in my name. 


con- 


Motion (by leave of the House) with- 
drawn, 


t DEFENCE OF THE UNITED KINGDOM. 

THE Eart or WEMYSS tose to 
move, “That the Duke of Wellington’s 
letter to Sir John Burgoyne in 1847 on 
our defenceless state be printed and 
circulated as a Parlizmentary Paper.” 
He said: My Lords, I do not wish to 
raise on this Motion the general question 
of our defences. I hope to raise that 
question on another Motion, of which I 
have given notice, and which is in the 
following terms— 

‘To move to resolve, That, in the opinion of 


this House, it would be a danger to the Realm, 
and limit the power of the Navy as an offensive 


Lord Stanmore 
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| force in war, to trust to it alone for home 
defence, and, inasmuch as it is admitted that 
the Navy cannot guarantee us against so- 
called hostile ‘raids,’ it is the more needful 
that our land defences should at all times be 
such that no nation would ever attempt in any 
form a hostile landing on our shores.’ 


I desire the publication of the Duke of 
Wellington’s letter because I think it is 
a letter of considerable importance, for 
it deals with the safety of our hearths 
and homes—the most vital question that 
could be brought before us. There are 
extracts fromthe letter in The Times this 
morning, and T will not trouble your 
Lordships by reading it. 1 think that if 
the Duke of Wellington were now alive 
he would probably be a member of the 


new Defence Committee, and, if he 
were the Prime Minister would not, 
1 am sure, have made the speech 


that he delivered on Thursday last. 
My only object is that your Lord- 
ships should see th’s letter, which a 
great many people have never read, 
Full knowledge is wanted on this in 
the interests of the nation, it is on 
this vital question of home defence; and 
it is desirable to publish all the informa- 
tion on both sides of the question 
that can be obtained. What the 
Government will do with regard to this 
Motion I do not know. They may or 
may not refuse it. I hope they will not. 
I appeal to the noble Marquess the 
Leader of the Government in your Lord- 
ships’ House to accept it. This is 
not a War Office question; it Is an 
Imperial question. The War Office has 
no more to do with it than any other 
Department. It is a national question; 
and, in the interests of the nation, I hope 
my request will be acceded to. 


Moved, “That the Duke of Welling- 
ton’s letter to Sir Jehn Burgoyne in 
1847 on our defenceless state be printed 
and circulated asa Parliament iry Paper.” 


—(The Earl of Wemyss.) 


Toe UNDER-SECRETARY © or 
STATE ror WAR (The Earl of 
DonovuGHMORE): My Lords, I can 
assure the noble Earl, in answer- 
ing this Question, that I wish he had 
been provided with a foeman worthy 
of his stee]. I will, however, do my best 
to reply to the simple Question he has 
_put tome. I say at once that I hope 
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the noble Earl will not press his Motion. | given to my noble friend by the noble 
This letter cannot be characterised as a} Lord who has just spoken, but on, 


public document ; it is a private letter. 


perhaps, a different ground. My re- 


Tug Ears or WEMYSS: I want it to | collection is that this letter of the 


be a publie document. 


Toe Earn or DONOUGHMORE: 
That is what I object to, unless the noble 
Earl has the Duke 


consent. 


*THe EarL oF WEMYSS: Where am 
Ito gO for it ? 


DONOUGHMORE: 
has already been 
published a great many times. The 
earliest reference to it that [ have 
been able to find is in a_ news- 
paper called the Morning Chronicle, in 
which this letter appeared on January 
tth, 1848. A very full prrcis is also pub- 
lished in Sir Herbert Maxwell’s ‘ Life of 
the Duke of Wellington,” in the second 
volume, page 361. That book, I have 


THE EARL 
This document 


OF 


ascertained, is in the library of your | 


Lordships’ House. The letter was also 
published in Colonel Wrottesley’s ‘‘ Life 
of Sir John Burgoyne,” in the first 
volume, page 4445 and Colonel Wrottes- 


| illustrious 


Duke was written without 


/any intention of its being published, 
jand that it was published, if I may 


of Wellington’s | 


siy sO. surreptitiously, greatly to the 
annoyance of the illustrious writer. In 
thase circumstances, unless some great 
pablie good is to be gained by publishing 


iit, I do not think His Maj osty’s Gov- 
erament would be acting quite rizh ly 


ley states there that it had frequently | 


appeared in print. Therefore, the letter 
is available to everyone who wants to 
read it in studying this question, I 
think the letter is a good deal better 
known than the noble Earl seems to 
suppose. I have had oceasion several 
times during the last few weeks to men- 


i they were to give, as it were, an official 
stamp, not only to the letter, but also 
to the manner in which the letter was 
first published. [ think it would be 
much better that this House should not 
mix itself up with the publication of the 
letter in question, and that it should 
be allowed to remain where it is, avail- 
able to everybody who cares to read it, 
but without the official stamp of His 
Majesty’s Government. 


*THe Kaki or WEMYSS: My Lords, 
what my noble friend the noble Duk- 
has just said is rather counter to the 
view of the noble Earl the Under- 
Secretarv of State for War, for he has 


| told us that everybody knows all about 


tion the letter to officers with whom [| 


have the privilege of being associated 
at the War Office, and they all seem 
perfectly familiar with it. It was a 
letter which was not approved of by 
everybody when it was originally pub- 
lished. There were some speeches of 
Mr. Cobden which were very bitter in 
their comments upon it, showing con 
siderable disagreement with the views 
put forward. Moreover, the letter can 
searcely be considered to be up to date. 
It is, as I have said, at the disposal of 
anyone who desires to study this ques- 


this letter. But to know it you must 
buy a Morning Chronicle of January 


f, 1848, and get a number of books 
referred to by the noble Earl. ] 


want the public to have this letter 
without that trouble, and I think my 
noble friend is a little over-delicate 
about the Government’s sanctioning 
the publication of a letter which was 
not intended to be published. I suspec: 
there is something behind this, and that 


'the Government do not wish the noble 


tion, and I do not think any useful | 


purpose would be served in printing 
and circulating it as a Parliamentary 


Paper. I hop» the noble Karl will not | 
press his Motion. 
Tur Duke or RUTLAND: My 


Lords, I beg leaye to second the advice 


Duke’s argument to be put in your Lord- 
ships’ hands. That is my belief; 1 may 
be wrong. I shall not, however, trouble 
your Lordships to divide, for I have the 
remedy in my own hands. [ am quite 
prepared to sav that T shall print this 
letter myself, and send it to every Mem- 
ber of your Lordships’ House and the 
to the 
Press. TI hope your Lordships will read 
the letter, and I also commend to your 
attention, in relation to the subject of 
Imperial defence and Mr. Balfour’s speech, 
the article in The Times of to-day by a 


other House of Parliament and 
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military officer and the able leader 
and important correspondence in the 
Morning Post. The noble Earl the 
Under-Secretary has alluded to the Duke 
of Wellington’s letter as being out of date, 
but that cannot be so long as the shores 
of England remain unchanged. The 
Duke of Wellington said he had made a 
careful study of the subject, and that from 
the North Foreland to Portsmouth there 
was not a spot on the coast where infan- 
try might not land, and there were several 
small harbours where cavalry, artillery, 
and stores could be landed. Therefore, 
to make this letter out of date you must 
prove that the shores of the South of 
England have changed. Be that as it 
may, I have served my purpose in calling 
your Lordships’ attention to this prepara- 
tory to the Motion which I shall bring 
forward later. I think the motto, Audi 
alteram partem, is one which it would be 
well for the Government to adopt in 
regard to this subject. 


*!He SECRETARY or STATE ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess of 
LanspownE): My Lords, I only wish 
to point out that there is really no 
difference between the argument used by 
the noble Lord who represents the War 


Office and the argument which was put | 
with so much authority by the noble | 
My noble | 


Duke on the Back Bench. 
friend the Under-Secretary of State for 
‘War pointed out that the letter was a 
private letter, and upon that ground he 


objected to a publication which would 
give to it the appearance and character | 


of an official Parliamentary Paper. That 
was also the argument of the noble Duke, 
and this view is supported by an ex- 


tract from a subsequent letter, published | 


in The Times of to-day, in which the 
Duke of Wellington described the letter 
which we are now discussing as a “‘ con- 
fidential letter from the Commander-in- 
Chief.” 
no right to convert that confidential 


letter into a Parliamentary document. | 


The noble Earl who moved the Motion 


now before the House twitted my noble | 
friend behind me upon his description of | 
the letter as “out of date,” and replied | 


that the shores of England had remained 

unchanged since the letter was written. 

I have myself some doubt on that point, 
The Earl of Wemyss. 


{LORDS} 


We feel, therefore, that we have | 


United Kingdom. 


| for certain parts of the coast alter very 

rapidly indeed. But, be that as it may, 

surely the noble Earl must admit that the 

| means of offence and defence have con- 
‘siderably altered since the time of 
Wellington, and if it were possible to recall 
the illustrious Duke to life and give him 
a place on the Defence Committee it 
might well be supposed that he would 
give serious study to the modifications 
which the art of war had undergone 
since he had taken part in the application 
of its principles to the defence of this 
country. I am a’raid we must adhere 
to our resolve and leave the noble 
Earl to fall back on his own method for 
making the letter known, 
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*THe Earn or WEMYSS: I hope 
my doing so will not be considered in 
any way a breach of con‘idence. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: My Lords, 
I merely rise to quote what the view of 
the Duke of Wellington himself was 
with regard to the publication of this 
letter. As the noble Earl the Under- 
Secretary of State for War stated, the 
letter was published on January 4th, 
/1848, and on the 30th of the same 
month the illustrious Duke, in a letter 
written to Lady Shelley, took exception 
to the publication, and expressed his 
'views on the subject very strongly. If 
'1 may, I will quote a portion of his 
letter, and I think it will show con- 
clusively that the illustrious Duke would 
neither have desired that this subject 
should be raised in your Lordships’ 
House, nor that his letter should be 
published. The Duke wrote — 


“My opinion is, and has been, that the sub- 
| ject would be considered with advantage by 
the Government alone in the first instance. 
The rules of procedure so require. It is quite 
| certain that the House of Lords, of which I 
|'am a member, is the place where it would be 
of the least advantage to suggest the discussion 
| of such a subject. It is well known that in 
| the last session of Parliament: a discussion did 
take place in the House of Lords on the state of 
the defences of the country. Lord Ellen- 
borough spoke, others spoke; I did not say one 
word. I object to a movement of the kind on 
the part of any but servants of the Crown, 
and I declared I would not move in it.” 


I think that is strong evidence of 
what the wishes of the Duk» of Well- 
ington would be if he were here, and ] 
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venture to quote it in support of what | 
has been said on behalf of His Majesty’s 


Government. 


Lorp NEWTON : My Lords, [ cannot 
refrain from expressing surprise that 
the noble Karl the Under-Secretary of 
State for War has quoted Mr. Cobden in 
order to bolster up his argument. I 
confess that is the last authority I should 
have expected to hear quoted from the 
Front Bench, for of all prophets he was, 
I imagined, regarded by noble Lords on 
that bench as being the most dis- 
credited. But I should like to remind 
the House, and my noble friend in 
particular, that one of Mr. Coden’s 
prophecies was that, if we were involved 
in a Kuropean war, the country would 
be obliged to resort to the principle of 
universal service, 
prophecy more likely to be fulfilled than 
others made by that statesman. 


THE Eart or DONOUGHMORE: 
I did not quote Mr. Cobden to buttress 
up my argument. I quoted Mr. Cobden’s 
having made a speech as evidence of a 
certain feeling in a certain section of 
opinion in the country, which is a very 
different thing, 


Motion (by leave of the House) with- 
drawn. 


House adjourned at twenty-five 
minutes past Five o'clock, 
till To-morrow, half-past ‘Ten 
0 cloek. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Monday, 15th May, 1905. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


MR. SPEAKER'S ABSENCE. 

The House being met, the Clerk at the 
Table informed the House of the un- 
avoidable absence of Mr. SPEAKER, owing 
to continued indisposition. 


Whereupon Mr. James WILLIAM 
Lowruer, the Chairman of Ways and 
Means, proceeded to the Table, and, after 
Prayers, took the Chair as Deputy- 
Speaker, pursuant to the Standing Order, 
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I think that is a/ 


'visional Orders (No. 7) Bill; 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS [LORDS] (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 
INTO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. Deputry-SpeaKer laid upon the 
Table Report from one of the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bills, originating 
in the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
not previously inquired into, and which 
are applicable thereto, have been com- 
plied with, viz. :—Dearne Valley Railway 
Bill [Lords]; Sheffield University Bill 
[Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a 
second time, 


PROVISION ALORDER BILLS (NO STAND- 
ING ORDERS APPLICABLE). 

Mr. Deputy-SpeakER laid upon the 
Table Report from one of the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in 
the case of the following Bills, referred 
on the first Reading thereof, no Stand- 
ing Orders are applicable, viz. :—Local 
Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders 
(No. 3) Bill; Local Government Pro- 
Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 8) 


Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a second 
time To-morrow. 


PROVISIONALORDER BILLS(STAN DING 
ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO COM- 
PLIED WITH). 

Mr. Depury-Seeaker laid upon the 
Table Report from one of the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in 
the case of the following Bills, referred 
on the First Reading thereof, the Stand- 
ing Orders which are applicable thereto 
have been complied with, viz. :—Electric 


Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 6) 
Bill; Electric Lighting Provisional 
Orders (No. 7) Bill; Local Government 
(Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 2) 
Bill; Local Government Provisional 
Order (Gas) Bill; Local Government 


Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill; Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 9) 
Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a second 
time To-morrow. 
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Commercial Union Assurance Bill’ and Teignmouth,” presented by Mr, 

[Lords]. Read the third time, and Grant Lawson; supported by Mr, 
passed, without Amendment. Gerald Balfour; read the first time; 
and referred to the Examiners of Petitions 

London United Tramways (Exten- for Private Bills, and to be printed. 


sion of Time) Bill. Read the third time, 


and passed. 


Mortgage Insurance Corporation Bill 
[Lords]; Truro Water Bill [Lords]. 
Read the third time, and passed, without 
Amendment. 


Lonilon County Council (Money) Pill. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


South Eastern and London, Chatham, 
and Dover Railways Bill [Lords]. To be 
read a second time to-morrow. 


London Gcevernment Scheme (London 
and Middlesex) Bill, “To confirm a 
Scheme made unde1 The London Govern- 
ment Act, 1899, relating to the counties 
cf London and Middlesex,” 
by Mr. Gera!d Balfour; supported by 
Mr. Wodehouse; read the first time; 
and referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Pills, and to be printed. [Bill 
212.] 


London Government Scheme (Hack- 
ney and Edmonton Unions) Bill. ‘To 
confirm a Scheme made under The 
London Government Act, 1899, relating 
to the Hackney and Edmonton Unions,” 
presented by Mr.'Gerald Balfour; sup- 
ported by Mr. Wodehouse; read the 
first time; and referred to the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be 
printed. [Bill 215.] 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 12) Bill.‘ To confirm certain Provi- 
sional orders of the Local Government 
Board relating to Liverpool and Poole 
and the counties of Essex and Hertford,” 
presented by Mr. Grant Lawson; sup- 
ported by Mr. Gerald Balfour; read the 
first time; and referred to the Ex- 
aminers of Petitions for Private Bil's, 
and to be printed. [Bill 214.] 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 15) Bill, ‘To confirm certain 
Provisional Orders of the Local Goverr- 
ment Board relating to Briton Ferry, 


Clifton, Dartmouth, Hardness, Horsforth, | 


presented | 


(Bill 215.] 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 14) Bill. “To confirm certain 
Provisional Orders of the Leeal Govern- 
ment Board relating to Acton, Bradford 
(Yorkshire), the Fylde Water Board, 
and the Fylde, Preston, and Garstang 
and the Middlesex Districts Joint Hos. 


pital Districts,” presented by Mn Grant 
Lawson; supported by Mr. Gerald 
Balfour; read the first time: and 


referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, and to be printed. 
[Bill 216.] 


Great Northern (Ireland) and Midland 
Railways Bill. Ordered, That the Evi- 
dence taken before the Committee on 
the Strabane, Raphoe, and (Convoy 
Railway Bill, 1903, and the Strabane, 
Raphoe, and Convoy Railway Bill, 1904, 
be referred to the Committee on the 
Great Northern (Ireland) and Midland 
Railways Bill.—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


Rhondda Urban District Council Bill. 
Reported, with Amendments, from the 
Police and Sanitary Committee ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to—Metro- 
politan Police Provisional Order Bill, 
without Amendment. 


London and North Western Railw: 1y 
Bill. Reported, with Amendments; Re- 
port to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed, 


RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP No. 4). 
Colonel Bowes reported from the 
Committee on Group No. 2 of Railway 
Bills; That, for the convenience of 
parties, the Committee had adjourned 
till Wednesday, at half-past Eleven of 
the clock, 


Report to lie upon tke Table, 
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PETITIONS. 


FRANCHISE AND REMOVAL OF WOMEN’S 
DISABILITIES BILL. 
Petition from West Bristol, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


LUNACY ACTS AMENDMENT 
(No. 2) BILL 
Petition from St. Giles in the Fields 
and St. George, Bloomsbury, against ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


(LONDON) 


STREET BETTING BILL. 
Petition from Sheffield, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 


WOMEN’S ENFRANCHISEMENT BILL. 


Petitions in favour; from Clapham ; 
Glasgow ; and Leeds; to lie upon the 


Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


BANKING AND RAILWAY 


(IRELAND). 


STATISTICS 


Copy presented, of Report on the 
Banking and Railway Statistics of Ireland 
for the half-year ended 3lst December, 
1904 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) 

Copy presented, of Report of the 
Committee of Council on Education 
in Seotland, with Appendix, 1904-5 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) (CONTINUATION 
CLASSES). 

Copy presented, of Code of Regu- 
lations for Continuation Classes pro- 
viding further instruction for those who 
have left school, 1905 [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


EAST INDIA (FOREST SERVICE). 
Copy presented, of Correspondence 
relating to the training of Forestry 
Students [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 
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EAST INDIA (RAILWAYS AND IRRIGA- 
TION WORKS). 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[Address 11th May; Mr. Price]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 163.] 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
3371 to 3374 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 

Inquiry into Charities (County of Berks), 
Return relative thereto [ordered 28th 
March; Mr. Griffith Boscawen]; to be 
[No. 164.] 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Average Cost at the Ordnance Factories 
of 12-inch Mark IX. Gun. 

Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham): To ask the 
Secretary to the Admiralty what is the 
average cost of a 12-inch Mark LX. gun 
at the Ordnance Factory, exclusive of 
all parts not subject to great wear and 
tear from firing. 


(Answered hy Mr. Pretymean.) Tne 
cost of a 12-inch Mark IX. gun, com- 
plete in Ordnance Factories, is £9,809. 
The only part subject to great wear and 
tear from firing is the inner “ A” tube, 
which costs £1,100. 


Cost of Battleship ‘‘ King Edward VII.” 

Mr. EMMOTT: To ask the Secretary 
to the Admiralty what is the estimated 
cost of the battleship “ King Edward 
VII.” complete with stores, ammunition, 
coal and oil fuel, at recent prices; and 
what is the complement of H.M.S. 
“ King Edward VII.” 


(Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) The 
estimated cost of H.M.S. “ King Edward 
VII.,” complete with stores, ammunition, 
coal and oil fuel, is £1,568,650. It is 
not considered desirable to publish the 
information asked for in the last part 


of the Question. 
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Paupers, Lunatics. and Deaf and Dumb 
Persons in Public Institutions, and 
Births, Deaths, and Marriages per 10,000 
of population in Ireland. 

Mr. O'MARA (Kilkenny, 8.) : To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he will state 
the number per 10,000 of population 
of paupers, of lunatics, of deaf and 
dumb supported by public institutions, 
and compare these figures with similar 
figures for other parts of the United 
Kingdom; whether he will supply a 
similar comparison in respect of births, 
deaths, and marriages per 10,000. of 
population ; whether he will supply a 
similar comparison of labourers employed 
in industrial establishments per 10,000 
of population. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
numbers, per 10,000 of the population, of 
persons maintained by boards of guar- 
dians in Ireland, on April 29th, 1905, 
were as follows 


ba 


Indoor. 
Noa. ver 19,000 
of population. 
In district 


workhouse and 


schools :— 
Ordinary paupers . . 
Lunatics and epileptics 
In extern institutions :— 


Deaf and dumb : : 
“Blind, imbeciles, and other 
persons sent to hospitals 
for special treatment 


Outdoor. 
Receiving ordinary relief - . 
teceiving special relief un- 
der Section 13 of The 
Local Government. (Ire- 
land) Act, 1898 


- - - 27-9 


- 263-0 


Total 
The number, per 10,000 of the popu- 
of deaf dumb 
institutions for such 
on Census night, 1901 (the latest date 
for which figures are available), was 1-2. 


lation, and persons 18 


special yEPSONS 
| 


The similar proportion of lunatics sup- | 


ported in public institutions (including 
hose in workhouses as above-mentioned) 
tn January Ist, 1904, the latest date 
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|for which figures are available, was 
/49-6. The numbers of births, deaths, 


-and marriages, per 10,000 of the esti- 
|mated population, for the year 1904, 
were :—Births, 236; Deaths, 181; Mar- 
riages, 52. No information is available 
upon which a reply can be given to the 
last inquiry. I am unable to furnish 
figures for other parts of the United 
Kingdom. 


ualifications of Inspectors in 
epartment of Agriculture. 


DELANY (Queen's County, 
Ossory): To ask the Chief Secretary 
the Lord- Lieutenant of Ireland 
how many agricultural inspecto sare 
employed by the Trish Departmen: 
of Agriculture, what are their names, 
what are the qualifications of those 
officials for their present duties, and 
what was their occupation before they 
received the appointment of agricultural 


inspectors. 


Names and 
the Irish 


Mr. 


to 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
number of agricultural inspectors em- 
ployed by the Department iseight. Their 
names, with particulars as to thei previous 
employment and qualifications, 
follows :—J. G. Gordon, B.Se. 

of his own farm in county Tyrone ; 
Principal of Holmes Chapel School of 


are 
Manage 


as 


Agriculture, Cheshire; B.S. in Agri- 
culture, Edinburgh University. T. 5. 
Porter—Superintendent of the <Agri- 


cultural Department, Irish Land Com- 
mission, in which capacity he supervised 
the agricultural operations of the Con- 
gested Districts Board. Transferred to 
the Department of Agriculture in pur- 
suance of Sections 2 and 22 of the Agri- 
iculture and Technical Instruetion Act, 
1899. J. Wood, M.A., B.Se.—Assistant 
Lecturer in Agriculture at University 
College, North Wales; Assistant Lec- 
turer in West of Scotland Agricultural 
College; B.Sc. in Agriculture, Durham 
M.R.L.A.—Pro- 
fessor of Agriculture and Superintendent 
of the Albert Model Farm, Glasnevin, 
Dublin; and Agricultural In- 
spector under the Board of National 
Education, Ireland. J. H. Hinchcliff, 
Ph.D. —Technical Assistant in Agricul- 
‘tural Department of Yorkshire College, 


University. TT. Carroll, 


county 
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tural Society; Ph.D. of Leipsie Uni- 
versity. A. R. Robertson, F.H.A.S.— 
Estate Agent’s Assistant, and subse- 
quently Technical Assistant in Agricul- 
tural Branch of Department; Fellow 
of the Highland Agricultural Society. 
EK. Gallagher—Kditor, Trish Farmers’ 
Gazette; tramed at Albert Model Farm, 
Glasnevin, eounty Dublin; Holder of 
Diploma and Medal of Royal Agricultural 
Society of Ireland. M. J. Cleary, 
M.R.C.V.S. (Inspector for live stock 
schemes)—Veterinary Surgeon in private 
practice; Member of the Royal College 
of Veterinary Surgeons. 


Titled Personages and Ministers of the 
Crown fined for Furious Motor-Car 
Driving. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): To ask the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury Whether he would consent to the 
granting of a Return of the titled per- 
sonages and Ministers of the Crown who 
have, during the last two years, been 
fined for the driving of motor-ears to 
the peril of the safety of the publie. 


(Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 1 
am informed that this Return cannot 
be given without a great deal of trouble, 
even if it were not an invidious matter 
to single out a particular class of the 
community for criticism. 


Motor-Bicycles—Alteration of Numbers 
to avoid Identification. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: To 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
lis attention has been directed to the 
shifting of motor-bicycle numbers, that 
the riders might escape in case of an 
accident, and to the evidence in the case 
of the King v. Flood, recently tried 
by the Recorder of Dublin, in which a 
boy was seriously injured by a motor- 
bicycle on which there was a fraudulent 
number; and whether he intends to 
initiate legislation to regulate defects 
in the numbering and registration of 
motors calculated to conduce to the 
escape of persons whose furious driving 
causes loss of life or limb. 


L 
ask 


(Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) The 
case, so far as appears from the Ques- 


tion, seems fairly covered by Section 5 
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of the Motor-Car Act of 1903. [am in- 


formed that the Department has no in- 
formation as to the shifting of motor- 
bicycle numbers generally. The Metro- 
politan Police have taken action in a 
considerable number of cases in which 
various frauds have been perpetrated 
in the use of motorcar numbers, but 
they are unable apparently to distinguish 
which of these, if any, are motor-bicycle 


cases. The Departments are not of 
opinion that legislation is desirable, 


at any rate until the Act comes up for 
review next session. It expires on 
December 31st, 1906. 


Penalties for Furious Motor-Car Driving. 
Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: To ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
he is aware that the fines inflicted for 
the furious driving of motor-cars are, 
having regard to the fact that the owners 
of these cars are necessarily in easy 
circuinstances, so small as to be ineffee- 
tive as deterrents to the commission of 
such offences ; and whether he proposes 
to initiate any legislation to secure ade- 
quate punishment for these offenders. 


(Answered by Mr. A. J. Baljour.) 1 
am advised that in the opinion of the 
Department concerned there is no reason 
to think that the fines are inadequate. 
The Act enables substantial fines to be 
exacted, viz.: £20 for the first offence, 
£50 for the second or imprisonment not 
exceeding three months. In addition to 
this the driver’s licence may be suspended, 
the holder being thus disqualified from 
driving a motor-car for such period as 
the Court thinks fit. The Act further 
provides that nothing in it shall affect 
any liability of the driver or owner of 
a motor-car by virtue of any statute or 
at common law. The motorist is thus 
iable to all civil and criminal conse- 
yuences of his acts. 


Number of Regular Troops required, and 
Position assigned to the Volunteers for 
Home Defence. 

Mr. McCRAE (Edinburgh, E): To 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he can state the number of 
troops necessary for home defence based 
on the scheme agreed to by the Com- 
mittee of Imperial Defence. 
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Mr. McCRAE: To ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury if he can state 
what will be the position assigned to the 
Volunteers in the scheme of national 
defence considered necessary by the 
Committee of Imperial Defence to repel 
invasion; and whether he will give an 
early day for the discussion of Vote 5, 
Army Estimates (Volunteers). 


(Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) I 
am afraid, owing to other claims on the 
Committee of Supply, I cannot fix the 
date for this particular Vote. With 
all respect, Ido not think that the matter 
raised in these Questions by the hon. 
Gentleman can be usefully dealt with in 
the form of Question and Answer. 


Extra Fees paid to the Law Officers of the 
Crown. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax): To ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury what were 
the four cases in which increased fees 
above the ordinary professional scales 
were sanctioned for payment to the Law 
Officers, and what amount was paid in 
each case; and if he can state the 
amounts paid in other cases where they 
exceeded £200 in any individual case. 


+ (Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 
None of the fees in the cases to which the 
Question appears to refer were above 
the ordinary professional scales. The 
fees were as follows :—Attorney-General : 
Venezuelan Claims Arbitration—In all 
1,050 guineas, for preparing case and 
two counter cases, and for brief; re- 
freshers, 50 guineas a day, and fees for 
consultations. British Guiana Arbitra- 
tion—Preparing written argument, 500 
guineas, and fees for consultations. 
Solicitor-General: Rex v. Osborn and 
others—200 guineas; refreshers, 30 
guineas a day, and fees for consultations. 
Rex v, Hooley and Lawson---250 guineas ; 
refreshers, 30 guineas a day, and fees for 
consultations. It would require a con- 
siderable time to furnish an Answer 
to the last part of the Question, and 
without going into the particulars of 
each case in which the total amount may 
have reached as much as 200 guineas 
it would afford no useful information. 
It is believed that there would be very 
few of such cases. 
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Licensing (Scotland) Act, 1903—Medical 
Officials under Section 55. 

Mr. WALLACE (Perth): To ask the 
Lord-Advocate, in regard to Section 55 
of the Licensing (Scotland) Act, 1903, 
whether he will give instructions to the 
procurators-fiscal that, for the pur- 
poses of this section, any registered 
medical practitioner is to be regarded 

as a medical officer. 


(Answered by Mr. Scott Dickson.) The 
Answer to the hon. Member’s (Question is 
in the negative. 


Expenditure from Public Funds on Wick, 
raserburgh, and Peterhead Harbours. 
Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.): To ask the Lord Advocate how 
much money out of public funds has been 
spent respectively on the harbours of 
Wick, Fraserburgh, and Peterhead. 


(Answered by Mr. Scott Dickson.) The 
Public Works Loan Commissioners have 
advanced to the Wick and Pulteney 
Town Harbour Trustees £125,000 (of 
which sum, however, a large amount 
was expended on the breakwater which 
was totally destroyed by storms, and 
was remitted by The Public Works Loans 
Act, 1902); the Fraserburgh Harbour 
Commissioners, £195,000 ; the Peterhead 
Harbour Trustees, £72,000. A grant of 
£11,745 has also been paid to the Fraser- 
burgh Harbour Commissioners. 


Non-provided Schools in England and 
Wales—Cost of Maintenance for 1904 5. 

Dr. SHIPMAN (Northampton): To 
ask the Secretary to the Board of Educa- 
tion what was the total cost of maintain- 
ing the non-provided schools in England 
and Wales during the educational year 
1904-5, distinguishing the amounts re- 
ceived from Government grants, local 
taxation, voluntary contributions, en- 
dowments, and any other sources of 
revenue; and what during the same 
period was the annual value of the school 
buildings of such schools. 


(Answered by Sir William Anson.) 
I am afraid that the Board do not possess 
any of the information asked for in the 
Question. 





~  ee 





Questions. 
Structural Alterations in Schools—Duties | 
of Board of Education Inspectors. 

Ma. BILL (Staffordshire, Leek): To | 
ask the Secretary to the Board of | 


Education whether his attention has_ 
been called to the fact that conflicting | 


orders have been given to school managers 


by His Majesty’s inspectors and those | 


appointed by education committees of 
county councils with reference to 
structural alterations; and if he will 
consider the desirability of issuing a 
circular strictly defining the duties of 
His Majesty’s inspectors in such cases. 


(Answered by Six William Anson.) 
Majesty’s inspectors have no power to 
give orders as to structural alterations ; 
they report to the Board. It is for the 
Board to decide to what extent the 
inspector’s suggestions shall ke enforced ; 
but in practice the local education 
authority has always an opportunity of 
exp.essing an opinion before a final 
decision is arrived at. 
a local authority’s inspector to his 
authority are presumably of a similar 
character. Managers — of 
schools possess a right of appeal to the 
Board as to the reasonableness of a local 
authority’s requirements ; and I do not 
think it would be necessary or desirable 
to a circular to His Majesty’s 
inspectors on the subject of duties which 
are already clearly defined and under- 
stood. 


issue 


Trustees Appointed under the Judicial 
rustees Act, 1896. 


Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 8.) : 


To ask Mr. Attorney-General how many | 


judicial trustees have been appointed 
under the Judicial Trustees Act, 1896. 


(Answered by Sir Robert Finlay.) I 
have not yet been able to ascertain the 
exact figures, but the number is, I 
understand, not large. 


Sick Leave in the Central Telegravh 
Office—Case of Mr. Bullamore. 


Sirk WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston): To ask the Postmaster-General 
whether he is aware that a telegraphist, 
named Bullamore, who was abseut from 
duty at the Central Office from 12th April 
ta 4th May, has had his pay stopped 
for this period ; and whether, seeing that 
the telegraphist provided medical certifi- 
cates showing that the absence during 
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the whole of this period was due to 
| illness, he will explain the reason for 
punishing the telegraphist for obeying 
the injunctions of his medical advisers, 
as well as for his decision to set aside the 
expressed opinions of two medical men. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) Mr. 
| Bullamore has been examined by the 
Chief Medical Officer of the Post Office 
as well as by the Medical Referee to the 
Treasury, and both gentlemen are of 
opinion that he was and is fit for work, 
and that he will not be injured by it 
This opinion is not concurred in by the 
private practitioners whom Mr. Bullamore 
consulted, but [ am not prepared to set it 
aside for that reason. Mr. Bullamore 
was informed in March last that pay 
could not be allowed in respect of further 
'sick absences except upon the recom- 
/mendation of my official medical advisers. 


Selection of ot = the Marine Post 


ce. 

Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
| Green): To ask the Postmaster-General 
| whether, since it was stated that the 
question of competency was the one 
that would have effect when officers 
would be selected for the marine post 
office, he will say if it is his intention 
to appoint the officers on the Dublin 
and Queenstown T. P. O., in view of the 
fact that these men have been dealing 
with American mails for twenty years, 
and that by their training they are as 
well fitted for the position of sorting 
clerks on the marine post office as any 
other officials. 

(Answered by Lord Stanley.) In reply 
to this Question, I cannot do better than 
refer to the Answer gived to a Question 
on the same subject, asked on the 9th 
instantf. As I then intimated, con- 
venience in working the system and 
competency to perform the duties will 
govern the selection of- officers; and 1 
cannot pledge myself to the employment 
of men willing to be transferred to Liver- 
pool, irrespectively of the convenience 
of the service. 

Petition of Ilford Postmen. 

Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR (Essex, Rom- 
ford): To ask the Postmaster-General 
whether he is in a position to reply to the 
petition sent to him by the Ilford postmen 


1 See (4) Debat , 1339. 
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on 2Ist February, and acknowledged | 
by the Secretary of the General Post | 


Office about the 8th March, who promised 
that it should receive due consideration ; 
and whether he will grant the Ilford 
postmen a maximum wage of 28s., 
seeing that the maximum wage in the 
adjacent parish of East Ham, where rent 
and cost of living is cheaper, is 30s. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) The 
petition from the Ilford postmen is 
receiving attention, and a reply will be 
given to the memorialists as soon as the 
necessary inquiries have been completed. 
I am not in a position to say at present 
what the decision will be. 


Promotion in the Dublin Post Office. 

Mr. NANNETTI: To ask the Post- 
master-General if he will state what is 
the number of superior appointments 
to be created in the telegraph office and 
in the sorting office, Dublin, as the result 
of the new scheme; and whether the 
appointments will be given to the staffs 
of the Dublin Office, and in each case 
the selections will be made solely ac- 
cording to seniority and efficiency. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) The 
question of the number of additional 
superior appointments to be created in 
the Dublin Post Office is being considered, 
and the result will be announced to the 
staff in due course. The officers promoted 
‘will be those best fitted for the higher 
posts, due regard being paid to seniority. 
Journeys of Officials employed on the 

Great Southern and Western Travelling 

Post Office. 

Mere. NANNETTI: To ask the Post- 
master-General if he is aware that certain 
officers employed on the Great Southern 
and Western Travelling Post Office 
have to proceed from Dublin to Cork on 
two days of the week, notwithstanding 
that they were originally appointed on 
the condition that Limerick Junction 
was to be the terminus of the journey, 
and that on the other four days of the 
week the officers travel to Limerick 
Junction only; and whether, seeing 
that the result of the trips to Cork 
necessitates the officers paying for lodg- 
ings in Dublin, Cork, and Limerick 


Junction, and that the journey from. 
Dublin to Cork and back in a single day | 


has been condemned by the medical 
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officer, he will see that the practice is 
discontinued and the men required to 
travel according to the original stipulation 
only. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) 1 will 
make inquiry on this subject and com- 
municate the result to the hon. Member, 


Terms of Reference to Reformatory and 
Industrial Schools Committee, 

Mer. BILL: To ask the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department 
whether the terms of the reference to the 
Committee just appointed on Refor- 
matory and Industrial Schools will include 
the consideration of the question of 
pensions or superannuation allowances 
for masters, matrons, and officers of the 
schools. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) The Answer is in the negative. 
The terms of reference to the Committee, 
which the hon. and gallant Member will 
have seen in the Press notices, relate only 
to the provision of funds for the schools ; 
and it is not proposed to extend the 
inquiry further. 


Case of Anthrax at a Wellingborough 
Boot Factory. 

Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
K.): To ask the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department whether he 
has received a report from either or both 
the local medical inspectors under the 
Factory and Workshop Act as to the 
fatal case of anthrax at Wellingborough 
to a shoe hand named Albert Jones; 
whether such report, if any, indicates 
any special point on which further 
regulations will be made to better secure 
the safety of those who have to handle 
leather ; and, if no such report has been 
received, whether he will cause a special 
inquiry to be held into the circumstances 
attending the death of Albert Jones, and 
take any further steps necessary to ensure 
greater safety in this class of work. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) The fatal case of anthrax in 
a boot and shoe factory to which the hon. 
Member refers has been the subject of 
careful investigation. It is impossible 
to trace with certainty the cause of 
infection; but it seems probable that 
the disease may have been contracted 
from spores of anthrax in the leather, 
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which had retained their vitality through 
all the tanning processes. As no raw 
hides or skins are used in the factory in 
question no special rules or regulations 
under the Factory Act apply to it; and 
in view of the extreme rarity of such 
cases as the present one, and of the doubt 
as to the source of the infection, no case 
is as yet made out for any special action. 


Indian Army — Transfer of Officers— 
Compensation for Expenses of Removal. 

Sin SEYMOUR KING (Hull, Central) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether he has yet consulted the Govern- 
ment of India on the Question put to him 
on 24th March,t 1904, as to whether the 
attention of his military advisers has 
been directed to the fact that, as a result 
of the unification of the Indian Army, 
officers are liable to be shifted on pro- 
motion, and more frequently without 
promotion, from one end of India to 
another, sometimes within short periods, 
each change involving a break up and 
renewal of establishment and a consider- 
able expense to the officer concerned : 
and whether, at least in cases where the 
transfer is not accompanied by sub- 
stantial promotion, but is made with no 
advantage to the individual, reasonable 
compensation for the expense involved 
to him by such transfer could be awarded, 
and what steps have been taken. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
Ihave consulted the Government of India, 
who reply that, while the liability of 
military officers to transfer is inseparable 
from the conditions of military service, 
no recent changes have been made in 
regulations ; and transfers, though some- 
times necessary for the good of the 
service, are rare in the case of regimental 
officers, and with regard to staff officers 
are never ordered without due considera- 
tion. The travelling expenses of officers 
on transfer are paid. 


emeaamiaes” 5 of Evicted Tenants—Case 
ohn O'Driscoll. 

Mr. LYNN (Cork, N.): To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord - Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland, in reference to the 
application of John O’Driscol] to the 
Estates Commissioners for reinstatement 
in the evicted farm at Coolclogher, 
Hegarty Estate, near Millstreet, county 
Cork, whether, in view of the denial by 
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Mr. O’Driscoll of the landlord’s state- 
ment as to his status as an evicted tenant, 
and also to the fact that the holding is 
untenanted, the Commissioners will direct 
an inspector to examine into all the 
circumstances of the case and give the 
evicted tenant’s representative an op- 
portunity of explaining his claims under 
the provisions of the Land Act of 1903. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) I beg 
to refer the hon. Member to the replies 
which I gave to his Questions of 4th} and 
13ths April last. The owner of this estate 
has not expressed any desire to sell it, 
and the Commissioners, therefore, do not 
propose to direct any inquiry into the 
matter. 


Purchase of Dr. Joyce’s Farm at Carrick- 
more—Failure of Tenant to Pay Instal- 
ments. 

Mr. MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, Mid.) : 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he is aware that 
the Estates Commissioners purchased 
recently from Dr. Joyce, J.P., Carrick- 
more, county Tyrone, a farm of sixty- 
nine acres for the purpose of transferring 
it toa Mr. Dunlop, from county Donegal, 
and that Dunlop refuses to pay instal- 
ments because the arable acreage is less 
than represented by the vendor; and 


, will he say if the farm was inspected and 


mapped and extent of arable ground 
stated thereon; what is the Poor Law 
valuation and the amount of the purchase 
money; and whether, in view of the 
second inspection made at the request of 
Dunlop, will he state whether the second 
inspector’s report bears out the conten- 
tion of Dunlop that the arable acreage is 
less than represented by the vendor. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
Estates Commissioners were not the pur- 
chasers in this case; Mr. Dunlop purchased 
direct from the vendor. The Commis- 
sioners had the lands inspected, with the 
object of satisfying themselves as to the 
security, and, being so satisfied, they 
sanctioned the advance. Dunlop has 
raised objection to pay the annuity upon 
the grounds stated, but the Commissioners 
cannot entertain this objection, and pro- 
ceedings are being taken for the recovery 
of the amount due. 
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Increased Pay for Royal Irish 
Constabulary. 


Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, 8.) : To ask the 


Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he intends carrying 
out the recommendations contained in 
the Commissioners’ Reports of 1901 in 
regard to increased pay of Royal Irish 
Constabulary ; ard, if so, when. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) Effect 
has already been given to such of the 
recommendations of the Committee as do 
not involve legislation. I am unable at 
present to say when legislation on the sub- 
ject can be introduced. 


Complaints against Belmullet and Bangor- 
Erris Police Force. 

Mr. O’KELLY (Mayo, N.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant.of Ireland if he will state 
whether any charges have been made by 
Patrick Murphy, of Munhin, Bangor- 
Erris, county Mayo, against members of 
the Royal Irish Constabulary stationed in 
Belmullet and in Bangor-Erris, county 
Mayo, and, if so, has any inquiry into 
these charges been ordered by the In- 
spector-General of the Royal Irish Con- 
stabulary. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) Yes, Sir, 
charges of various kinds against several 
members of the force have been made 
by the person named. These complaints 
were carefully investigated and found 
to be either unfounded or frivolous, and to 
have been made from vindictive motives. 


Promotion in the Dublin Metropolitan 
olice Force. 


Mr. DELANY: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he is aware that young men 
joining the Dublin Metropolitan Police 
are guaranteed that all promotions shall 
be made from the ranks of the force, 
according to seniority, ability, and good 
conduct, no reference being made to in- 
fluence ; and whether he can say if those 
conditions have been observed in filling 
the higher positions in the force. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) Promo- 
tions are made from the ranks, and are 


regulated by the fulfilment of require. | 


ments, of which influence is certainly not 


one, common to all disciplined forces of’ 


police. 
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of Armagh M. N. School, Roll No. 101. 

Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord. 
Lieutenant of Ireland what is the reason 
of the delay in paying to the teacher of 
the Armagh M. N. School, Roll No. 101, 
his salary for the quarter ending the 31st 
March, notwithstanding that his quarterly 
return and salary claim were forwarded 
to the Education Office on Ist April. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
senior inspector has been directed to 
inquire into a charge which has been pre- 
ferred against this teacher, and, pending 
the receipt of the inspector’s report, pay- 
ment of salary has been withheld. 


Condition of Irish Poor Law Medical 
Service, 


Dr. THOMPSON (Monaghan, N.): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if his attention 
has been drawn to the recent report of 
Surgeon-General Evatt, as to the con- 
dition of the Irish Poor Law Medical 
Service, and if he will grant a small Com- 
mittee to consider the grievances com- 
plained of. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) Thave 
nothing to add to the reply given by my 
right hon. friend the Member for Dover 
to the similar Question addressed to him 
on the 29th Aprilt, 1904. 


iculture 


Experiment ¥ Irish Board of A euine 
m oll Wit. 


regarding Impregnation of 
Nitrogen Bacteria. 


Mr. FFRENCH (Wexford, S.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the Irish 
Board of Agriculture have made any ex- 
periments regarding the impregnation 
of the soil with nitrogen bacteria; 
whether the experiments have proved 
successful ; and, if so, will steps be taken 
to instruct the Irish farmers in this pro- 
cess, 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The De- 
partment have inoculated soils at numer- 
ous centres in the manner referred to in 
the Question, but until the crops have had 
time to grow it is impossible to say with 
what results. If the system proves 
successful the agricultural instructors 
appointed by county committees will 
show farmers how to use the preparation. 
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Corporal Punishment of Chinese 
Labourers in the Transvaal. 


Mr. BEAUMONT (Northumberland, 
Hexham): To ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies if he will state the 
number of Chinamen who have been 
sentenced to corporal punishment since 
the introduction of indentured labour 


into the Transvaal, the number of strokes | 


in each case, and in how many instances 
the sentence was carried out. oi 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
The Returns for July to January, pub- 
lished in [Cd. 2401], show, as I under- 
stand, that five were sentenced during 
that period to twenty strokes for assault 
with intent to do grievous bodily harm, 
the Return for February which was sub- 
sequently received shows one case sen- 
tenced to ten strokes for the same offence. 
The sentences were, I understand, carried 
out. I should add that, as is pointed out 
at page 41 of [Cd. 2401}, by the law of the 
Colony no sentence of whipping imposed 
by a magistrate can be carried out till the 
record is sent to and the sentence con- 
firmed by a Judge of the Supreme Court. 
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| I will make inquiry as to any subsequent 
| Sentences of the kind. 


| Pistols Manufactured at Enfield Small 

| Arms Factory. 

| Mr. ABEL SMITH (Hertfordshire, 
| Hertford) : To ask the Secretary of State 
for War what number of pistols were 
manufactured at the Enfield Small Arms 
Factory and the cost per pistol for the 
years 1878, 1879, 1880, 1881, 1882. 1883, 
1884, and 1885; what was the amount 
spent on plant and machinery for pistols 
at Enfield for the same period; and 
what has become of the machinery. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) As regards the first part of the 
Question a statement containing the re- 
quired statistics is attached. As regards 
the second part of the Question the 
amounts expended cannot be ascertained 
as no separate account for plant and 
machinery for pistols was kept. As re- 
gards the third part of the Question such 
machines as could be utilised and were 
worth conversion were altered and used 

for the manufacture of rifles, and the re- 
| mainder were brought to produce. 


Pistols Manufactured at Enfield. 














Year. Description. Number. | Rate. Amount. 
{ 
1878-9 se rom Nil. | 
| 
1880-1881 | Pistols, | Revolver, — Enfield rf «a ¢ £ -s. d. 
Mark I. - - - - -| 11,112 | 219 72 | 33,110 16 43 
1881-2 | Pistols, Revolver, B.L. Enfield | | 
patten- - - - -| 1,307| 219 72| 389413 8 
| | 
1882-3 | Pistols, Revolver, Mark II. -| 8480) 3 5 3 | 27,664 19 2 
1883-4 Do. do. 1,002 | 212 11 | 2,651 12 6} 
{ 
1884-5 Do. do. 2,623/ 2 311 | 5,763 14 10f 
by | 
ee Pistols, Gunmetal, Instantaneous 
Fuze, Mark IT. - - - 9}, 3 4 32} 28 0 5& 
1885-6 | Pistols, Revolver, B.L. Enfield, 
Mark II. - - - -| 2,050; 116 4} 3,720 7 42 
Er Pistols, Revolver, Gunmetal, 
Instantaneous Fuze, Mark II. 320} 219 6 952 2 2} 
1886-7 | Pistol, Revolver, B.L. Enfield, 
Mark IT. ° - - - 1; 116 4 116 4 
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QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Transport ot Soldiers in South Africa. 

*GreNnERAL LAURIE (Pembroke and 
Haverfordwest): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether he is 
aware that in South Africa soldiers are 
moved by railway in carriages which are 
set apart for natives, and in which no 
white man will travel, and that when 
soldiers are placed in these carriages slips 
marked ‘‘soldiers,” or ‘ military,” and 
which are kept available for this purpose, 
are pasted over the word ‘“ natives”; and 
whether, in the interests of the Army, 
he will take steps to have this practice 
discontinued, and British troops conveyed 
under the same conditions and in the 
same carriages as other white men. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR(Mr. ARNo.pD-ForstERr, Belfast, W.): 
Nothing is known at the War Office of the 
matter alleged in the Question. In- 
quiries will, however, be made. 


*GeneraL LAURIE: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman ascertain as to the 
protests made by Commanding Officers 
against this treatment of their men ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: No such 
complaints have been received at the 
War Office. 


The Tibetan Convention. 
Str MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 
GREE (Bethnal Green, N.E.): I beg 


to ask the Secretary of State for India | 


if any modifications in the terms of the 
Tibet Convention have been agreed upon 
in consequence of the negotiations that 
have recently taken place between Great 
Britain and China; if so, will he state 
the nature and particulars of the changes 
to be effected; and, further, if the 
Government of India have been con- 
sulted on the subject. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Mr. Bropricx, Surrey, Guild- 
ord): The negotiations as to the ad- 
hesion of China to the Tibet Convention 
are still proceeding, and I am not in a 
position to make any statement on the 
_ Subject. The negotiations are being 
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conducted on behalf of His Majesty’s 
Government in India by the Government 
of India. 


The Agreement with the Mullah. 

*Mr. LEIF JONES (Westmoreland, 
Appleby): I beg to ask the Under- 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether he will now lay upon the Table 
the terms of the provisional agreement 
which has been concluded with the 
Mullah. 


THe UNDER-SECRETARY or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Earl 
Percy, Kensington, 8.): I would refer 
the hon. Member to the Answer given 
to my hon. friend the Member for King’s 
Lynn on the 10th inst+. There is no 
object in laying the terms of a provisional 
agreement which is to be superseded by 
the fuller treaty concluded with the 
Italian Government. 


*Mr. LEIF JONES: Is there any 
special reason for withholding this agree- 
ment ¢ 


Ear, PERCY: 


whatever. 


There is no reason 


*Mr. LEIF JONES: How does the 


noble Lord know that there is no object 
in laying it on the Table of the House ? 


Eart PERCY: It is an incomplete 
document, merely an abbreviated form 
of the Italian Agreement, and it is to 
be superseded by another treaty. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower Ham- 
lets, Poplar): Can the noble Lord give 
an explanation of the long delay in the 
information coming to the Government 
as to the actual position between them 
and the Mullah. The arrangement was 
made six or eight weeks ago. 


Eart PERCY: I gave an identical 
Answer ten days ago. Some of the delay 
has been caused through the transmis- 
sion of telegrams between this country 
and Somaliland. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis): 
Will the definitive agreement, when it 


+ See (4) Debates, exlv., 1478. 
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arrives, be laid on the Table of the 
House ? 


Eart PERCY: Oh, certainly. 


Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich): Will it 
have the Mullah’s signature ? 


[No Answer was returned.] 


Savings Bank Capital Account. 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) : 
[ beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer whether his attention has been 
directed to the statement of Sir E. W. 
Hamilton, in his evidence given before 
the Select Committee on Savings Banks 
Funds, 1902 (Question 1152), that if 
Consols went down to 90 there would 
be @ serious loss on the capital account 
of the savings banks; and whether, 
as Consols have fallen to 90 and lower, 
he will say if this loss on the capital 
account has been incurred; and, if so, 
is it his intention to propose measures 
for making the same good. 


Tue CHANCELLOR or tue EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. AusTtEN CHAMBERLAIN, 
Worcestershire, E.): Yes, Sir; I have 
seen Sir E. Hamilton’s evidence before 
the Committee in which he pointed out 
that, if Consols went down to 90 and it 
were necessary to realise them at that 
price, a great loss of capital would be 
incurred—not, however, by the savings 
tank depositors, but by the Exchequer. 
But no necessity has arisen, or, as far 
a8 I can see, is likely to arise, for selling 
at current prices the Consols which are 
held as permanent investments. No such 
loss has therefore been realised, and no 
special measures are necessary in respect 
of the savings banks. 


Staff of Marine Post Office on American 
iners. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 8.) : 
I beg to ask the Postmaster-General if 
he will state whether men from the Liver- 
pool Pest Office have been appointed to 
the marine post office which is to be 
established on the American liners ; and 
does he intend to appoint any officials 
from the Dublin Office who have for years 
dealt efficiently with American mails, 
and who are willing to transfer to Liver- 
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pool in the event of their being selected 
for the duty. 


Questions." 


THe POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Lord 
STANLEY, Lancashire, Westhoughton) : 
In reply to this Question and that 
asked by the hon. Member for the College 
Division of Dublin, I cannot do better 
than refer to the Answer given to a Ques- 
tion on the same subject asked on the 
9th instant.¢ As I then intimated, con- 
venience in working the system and com- 
petency to perform the duties will govern 
the selection of officers; and I cannot 
pledge myself to the employment of men 
willing to be transferred to Liverpool, 
irrespectively of the convenience of the 
service. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL asked whether 
the principle of natural selection 
that prevailed on the Treasury Bench 
would be adopted. 

Sir. 


Lorp STANLEY : The 


best man for the job. 


Yes, 


The following is the Question of the hon. 
Member for College Green referred to 
in the above Answer— 


Mr. NANNETTI: To ask the Post- 
master-General whether, since it was 
stated that the question of competency 
was the one that would have effect when 
officers would be selected for the marine 
post office, he will say if it is his intention 
to appoint the officers on the Dublin and 
Queenstown T. P. O., in view of the fact 
that these men have been dealing with 
American mails for twenty years, and 
that by their training they are as well 
fitted for the position of sorting clerks 
on the marine post office as any other 
officials. 


Books for Prisoners. 

Sir HENRY FOWLER (Wolverhamp- 
ton, E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether 
his attention has been called to a state- 

*ment made by the Rev. Charles Jennings 
(who on Friday the 5th inst. was sent to 
Worcester Gaol for refusing to pay the 
education rate), that he took with him to 
prison three books, viz. “‘ The Imitation 


| See (4) Debates, exlv., 13 8. 








279 


of Christ,” by Thomas 4 Kempis, the Com- 
mentaries of Julius Cesar, and Charles 
Lamb’s “ Essays of Elia,” that he was 
allowed to retain the Thomas 4 Kempis 
and Cesar, but was not allowed to keep 
the “ Essays of Elia” ; will he say what 
authority is responsible for this action, 
and on what grounds was this selection of 
books made; and whether the exercise 
of such authority meets with the sanction 
of the Prison Commissioners. 


Que:tions 


Ture SECRETARY or STATE ror THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. AKERs- 
Dove as, Kent, St. Augustine’s): The 
prison rules provide for the supply to 
prisoners of books from the prison library, 
and do not allow them to have others, 
except by special authority. In this case 
the governor, out of special consideration 
to the prisoner, who was only under a 
sentence of seven days, allowed him to 
have two of his own books to read as well 
as a supply from the library, and in all 
the circumstances I entirely agree with 
the Prison Commissioners in thinking 
that he would not have been justified in 
allowing more than two. 


In answer to a further Question, 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS the 


said 


matter was one for the discretion of the: 


governor. 


Sir JOHN GORST (Cambridge Uni- 
versity): What authority settles what 
books shall be in the prison library ¢ 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: I cannot 
say, but I will ascertain if the hon. Gentle- 
man desires. 


Telephone Fires in London. 


Sir THOMAS DEWAR (Tower Ham- 
lets, St. George’s): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home De- 
partment whether his attention has been 
called to the report of the inquiry into 
the cause of the telephone fires at the 
Mansion House Chambers and Oxford 
Court, Cannon Street, which disclosed 
the fact that the fires broke out simul- 
taneously through a telephone cable 
coming into contact with a high tension 
curient ; and, in view of expert evi- 
dence as to the danger of such currents 


being in proximity to telephone cables 
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will he consider the expediency of ap- 
pointing a Committee to inquire into 
the subject of telephone risks and their 
prevention. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: My atten- 
tion has been called to this matter 
by a report made to me by the coroner 
for the City of London, and I have also 
consulted the authorities of the General 
Post Office. I understand that the 
question of preventing the occurrence 
of similar fires in the future raises no 
problems of special difficulty. The ex- 
pert advisers of the General Post Office, 
and also, I do not doubt, those of the 
National Telephone Company,  con- 
stantly keep in view the prevention of 
risks arising from the laying of tele- 
phone cables, and in these circum- 
stances I agree with the coroner’s jury 
in thinking that it is not necessary 
to hold a Government inquiry. 


Destruction of Stray London Dogs. 


Mr. McCRAE (Edinburgh, E.): On 
behalf of the hon. Member for East 
Denbighshire, I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department 
whether the veterinary and other yards 
to which the Metropolitan Police take 
stray dogs are subject to any and what 
inspection, and if there exists any and 
what prescribed method of destroying 
such dogs; whether his attention has 
been called to the fact that at the yard 
in High Street, Bromley, a dog was 
recently buried alive under the mistaken 
belief that it had been destroyed, and 


\ that at the same yard a dog was recently 


destroyed by suffocation and suffered 
great agony during the process; and 
whether he proposes to take any and 
what action in the matter. 


Mr. AKERS - DOUGLAS: Dogs. 
which are seized by the Metropolitan 
Police within the county of London 
or within the limits of the Metropolitan 
Streets Act are conveyed by them to 
the Dogs Home at Battersea. The 
local authorities outside the County 
of London are the county and borough 
councils, who appoint their own receiving 
places for dogs and their own veterinary 
inspectors, and are solely responsible 
for the control and inspection of those 
places and for the method of destruction 
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adopted. 
Bromley, is under the Kent County 
Council. I am informed that the dogs 
are never suffocated there, but they 
are destroyed by means of prussic acid 
poisoning. It appears that on the 4th 
August, 1994, a dog which had been 
so poisoned by the veterinary inspec- 
tor and which apparently was dead was 
buried lightly in a pit, but was subse- 
quently found to be alive and was rescued. 
The case was investigated by the Royal 
Society for the Prevention of Cruelty 
to Animals, who came to the conclusion, 
[ understand, that no cruelty was in- 
tentionally committed, but recommended 
that a considerable time should elapse 
between the poisoning and the burial 
of the dog. 


London Electricity Bills. 

Sir MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 
GREE: On behalf of the hon. 
Member for the City of London, I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Board of 
Trade whether, having regard to the 
fact that numerous Private Bills dealing 
with the supply of electricity in bulk 
within the Metropolitan district are now 
under consideration by a Select Com- 
mittee of the House of Lords, the 
Government intend to proceed with 
their Supply of Electricity Bill; and, 
if so, when; and whether, in the event 
of the Government proceeding with that 
Bill, he will see that the Second Reading 
is taken in time to allow it to be referred 
to the same Select Committee to which 
such, if any, of the Private Bills as come 
down from the House of Lords are 
referred. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY to tue BOARD or TRADE 
(Mr. Bonar Law, Glasgow, Black- 
friars): The principal object of 
the Supply of Electricity Bill is to 
acilitate procedure by Provisional Order 
instead of by Bill, and thus to save 
expense to local authorities and com- 
panies who may wish to obtain statu- 
tory powers for electric supply. I hope 
to be able to proceed with the Bill, which 
was fully considered by a Committee 
in another place last year, as soon as 
public business admits. The Bill is a 
Public Bill and has ro special reference 
to the Metropolitan district. I do not 
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think it would be at all convenient to refer 
a Public Bill to a Committee charged with 
the duty of considering the specific pro- 
posals of certain Local Bills. 


Accidents on the Lancashire and York- 

shire Railway. 

Mr. BELL (Derby) : I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Board of Trade whether 
he has received a report of an accident 
which occurred at Copy Pit, Lancashire 
and Yorkshire Railway, on 23rd April 
last, to the 9.20 p-m. goods train, Hollin- 
wood to Rose Grove, which consisted of 120 
loaded wagons, weight 1,000 tons, with 
two engines in front and one in the rear, 
due to the drawbar hook of the eightieth 
wagon from the train engine breaking 
whilst the train, owing to its length, 
hung over both sides of the summit, 
and the latter portion running back and 
off the line at some catch points ; and 
whether he proposes to take any action 
with a view to preventing such accidents. 


Mr. BELL: I beg also to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Board of Trade if he has re- 
ceived a report of a breakaway which 
occurredat Copy Pit, Lancashire and York- 
shire Railway, on 5th May instant, to the 
7.23 p.m. goods train from Leeds to Rose 
Grove, consisting of eighty loaded wagons 
with two engines in front and one in the 
rear, the front portion running away to 
Cliviger East Cabin; whether he can 
state the number of accidents and 
breakaways which have occurred during 
the last three years in this district of the 
Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway, and 
if they were due to the length of the 
trains ; and whether he will take im- 
mediate action with a view to preventing 
such accidents. 


Mr. BONAR LAW: Neither of these 
accidents has been reported to the 
Board of Trade, nor do the circumstances 
as stated by the hon. Member appear 
to have been such as to require them to 
be reported, if, as I gather, no personal 
injury resulted. Since the Ist January, 
1902, eleven accidents in the district 
referred to, due to the breaking away of 
parts of goods trains, have been reported 
by the railway company in question, 
although in eight of these cases no one 
was injured. The Board’s information 
does not show whether the length of the 
trains caused or contributed to any of 
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these accidents. Advantage will be 
taken of an inquiry about to be held by one 
of the Board’s inspecting officers into 
another accident in the neighbourhood 
to make some investigation into the 
general question to which the hon. 
Member has drawn attention. 


Hungry London Children. 
Dr. MACNAMARA : 


the President of the Local Government 
Board whether he has now considered 
the desirableness of making any 
charge incurred under the Order 
dealing with the feeding of hungry 
children in London a charge upon the 
Metropolitan Common Poor Fund, and 
not upon the poor rate for each parish ; 
and, if so, whether he has arrived at 
any decision upon the matter. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. GEeraLp 
Batrour, Leeds, Central): As the hon. 
Member is aware, legislation would be 
necessary to give effect to his suggestion. 
I could not give any promise to introduce 
a Bill for this purpose. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: Will the Local 
Government Board spread the incidence 
of this cost over London ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I cannot 
go beyond what I said on a previous 
occasion, I think the matter is worthy of 
consideration, but I do not see any 
chance of introducing the necessary 
legislation this session. 


Feeding of Fatherless Children. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask 
the President of the Local Government 
Board whether the Order dealing with 
the feeding of hungry children will en- 
able boards of guardians to assist under 
it fatherless children living with their 
mothers, and to assist the children of 
wives not living with their husbands, 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
Order would not apply in the first case 
mentioned in the Question, or in the 
second, if the child was not residing with 
the father. The limitations in the Order 
are consequent on the terms of the enact- 
ments under which it was issued, but in| 
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any case of the kind referred to, if the 
‘child was, in fact, destitute of necessary 
food, and application for relief was made 
'on his behalf to the guardians or the 
relieving officer by any responsible per- 
son, it would be incumbent on the guar- 
_dians, and in a case of sudden or urgent 
necessity on the relieving officer, to afford 
the requisite relief. In general, however, 
it could not be given on loan. 


Heavy Motor Traffic in London. 

*GENERAL LAURIE: I beg to ask the 
President of the Local Government Board 
whether he has seen any of the furniture 
removal vans, with locomotive fittings 
and with another furniture van attached 
as a trailer, which are now occupying 
the streets of the Metropolis, and which 
are permitted under the heavy motor- 
car regulations to travel at a speed far 
in excess of what is allowed to horse 
traffic; and whether he will take steps 
by personal observation and otherwise 
to examine the situation and make such 
modifications as will restore to the general 
public the free use of the public roads. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I under- 
stand there are a certain number of vans 
answering to the description in the Ques- 
tion at present in use in the Metropolis. 
Under the regulations the speed of a 
heavy motor-car drawing a trailer is not 
to exceed five miles an hour, and I under- 
stand that the police have been directed 
to see that the vehicles in question do 
not proceed at a speed in excess of the 
legal maximum. 


*GENERAL LAURIE: But is it not 
a fact that these heavy motor-cars with 
rubber tyres are allowed to go eight 
miles an hour ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I do not 
think these cars have rubber tyres. 


*GeNERAL LAURIE: I am certain 
that under the regulations they can 
travel eight miles an hour and go much 
quicker than five miles. 


Holborn Town Clerk’s Defalcations. 

Sr JOSEPH LEESE (Lancashire, 
Accrington): I beg to ask the President 
of the Local Government Board what 
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part the audit of the Local Government | 
Board has played in connection with | 
the frauds of which the late town clerk | 
of Holborn has been convicted; whether | 
he has any official information showing | 
that robberies to the amount of thousands | 
of pounds have for years been passed by | 
the audit, which, but for the fact that | 
the town clerk became ill, would not | 
have been discovered; and what steps, 

if any, he proposes to take in the matter. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: At the 
last audit, the district auditor dis- 
covered that Mr. Jones, the late town | 
clerk of Holborn, had improperly retained 
a large sum received by him on behalf 
of the borough council, and as a result 
of this discovery all the frauds of which 
Mr. Jones was convicted were at once 
brought to light. The Answer to the 
second part of the Question is in the 
negative, and I may say that it was 
prior to Mr. Jones’s illness that the 
improper retention of a considerable part 
of the moneys in question was discovered | 
by the auditor, who thereupon called 
upon Mr. Jones to produce proof that 
he had not received any part of the 
remainder, The case does not appear 
to be one in which it is necessary that I 
should take any action. 


Mr. BENN (Devonport): I beg to ask 
the President of the Local Government 
Board whether he has received a request 
that some person representing the Govern- 
ment should assist the Holborn Borough 
Council in its present inquiry into its 
alministration; and, if so, whether he 
can comply with the request. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I received 
a letter from the Holborn Borough | 
Council, in which they stated that while 
ieeling themselves perfectly competent | 
to investigate their own affairs they 
would welcome the presence of any 
official the Local Government Board 
would care to send to assist at the | 
meetings of the special committee investi- 
giting the defalcations of the Jate town | 
clerk. This communication received my 
consideration, but I did not think it) 
necessary to avail myself of the offer) 
of the council. 
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Mr. BENN: Then does the right hon. 
Gentleman propose to allow this investi- 
gation to be resumed without any 
appearance at the inquiry on the part 
of his Department ? 


Questions. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I do not 
think the interference of the Local 
Government Board is called for. Had 
the borough council requested me to 
send an official I might have done so, 
but they did not. 


Mr. BENN: But youhada letter from 
the council ? 


DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Order, 
The hon. Member is not entitled 
to argue the matter. 


Mr. 


Mr. THEODORE TAYLOR (Lanca- 
shire, Radcliffe). Will the right hon. 
Gentleman take action in accordance with 
the last clause of the Question ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: There has 


been no request. 


Secret Commissions. 

Mr. BENN: I beg to ask the Pres:dent 
of the Local Government Board whether 
he is aware that during last year the 
Holborn Borough Council spent £1,200 in 
opposing Bills affecting London, and that 
Messrs. Bircham and Co., Parliamentary 
agents to the borough, paid to the late 
town clerk, unknown to the Holborn 
Borough Council, 33} per cent. commis- 
sion of all profit charges on such business ; 
and whether he will take steps to extend 
the provisions of the Public Bodies 
Corrupt Practices Act, 1889, to such 
payments. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am 
informed that the expenses referred to in 
the first part of the Question approxi- 
mated to thesum mentioned. It is stated 
in a letter from Messrs. Bircham & Co. 
published in the Press that they never 
he'd any appointment or retainer from 
the borough council, but that for some 
eighteen years past they had undertaken 


‘for Mr. Jones (the late town clerk) on 


“agency terms” certain work in connec- 
tion with Parliamentary business, and. 


‘that under this arrangement they made 
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certain payments to him. The question 
of any extension of the Public Bodies 
Corrupt Practices Act, 1889, is hardly one 
for the Local Government Board, but I 
may remind the hon. Member that the 
Prime Minister stated on Thursday lastt 


Questions. 
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that payments of this description are now | 


engaging the attention of the Lord 
Chancellor and the Chairman of Com- 
mittees in the House of Lords, and also of 
the Incorporated Law Society. 


Mr. BENN: Is the right hon. Gentle- 
man aware that Messrs. Bircham’s bill 
was paid in full by the Holborn Town 
Council and that the money which Jones 
received Was received secretly by him and 
without the knowledge of the council ? 
If so, is not this a matter coming under 
the Public Bodies Corrupt Practices Act ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: It may be 
so, but I am not prepared to say “ Yes” 
or ‘‘ No.” 
the Local Government Board, but rather 
for the law officers of the Crown. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: The right hon. | 


Gentleman says Messrs. Bircham had 
long done business on “agency terms.” 
What is the meaning of that phrase ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Isaid that 
was the statement made to me in a letter 
from Messrs. Bircham. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: But the right 
hon. Gentleman adopted it. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am not very common as between solicitors, and 


well acquainted with the facts, I simply 
conveyed to the House the information 
given to me. 


Parliamentary Agents and ‘ Agency 
erms.” 


Mr. BENN: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether he has any 
further information as to the nature of 
the payments made by Messrs. Bircham 
& Co., Parliamentary agents, by way of 
commission to the late town clerk of 
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Toe ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Sir 
Ropert Finzay, Inverness Burghs): 


My right hon. friend has asked me 
to answer this Question. I under. 
stand that the facts are as follows: Mr. 
Jones was solicitor to the Holbor. 
Borough Council, and employed Messrs, 
Bircham as Parliamentary agents upon 
what are known as “agency terms,” that 
is, that the fees should be divided between 
the solicitor and the agents. Messrs. 
Bircham accordingly paid Jones as his 
share of the fees which they had received 
two cheques; one for £116 13s. in respect 
of work up to the end of 1905, and the 
other for £94 14s, for work up to the end 
of 1904. The first of these cheques was 
cashed by Jones, but the cheque for 
£94 14s. was found uncashed among his 
papers by the borough council after his 
defalcations had come to light. The 
council claimed that they were entitled 


> | to it, and Messrs. Bircham paid to them 
It would not be a matter for 


the amount on receiving their indemnity 
against other claims by Jones or his repre- 
sentatives. It now appears that Jones, 
by the terms of his engagement with 
the council, was bound to hand over to 
them all fees received by him during his 


| tenure of office, but Messrs. Bircham 


/were not aware of this arrangement. 
| Jones did not account for these fees, and 


| retained for his own use the amount of the 


cheque cashed by him for £116 13s., con- 
cealing the fact that he had received it. 
Work upon agency terms is well known, 
and payments made in respect of it 


/cannot be correctly described as ‘‘ com- 


mission.” Work upon such terms 1s 


has prevailed extensively as between 
Parliamentary agents and solicitors. One 


| of the recommendations of a Joint Com- 


mittee of both Houses in 1876 was that 
such division of fees as between Parlia- 
mentary agents and solicitors should be 
prohibited. Debates took place in both 


| Houses upon this question on July 28th 


Holborn; and whether he is aware that | 


part of this commission has, since the 
trial, been refunded to the borough 
council, 


+ See page 57. 


and August 2nd, 1876. There was then, 
and always has been, a great division ot 
opinion on this subject, and no action 
was taken on the Report of 1876. The 
question of the propriety of such agency 
terms in the case of Parliamentary 
| agents is now under the consideration of 
‘the authorities of both Houses. 
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Mr. BENN: May I ask whether the 
Holborn Borough Council were aware of 
these payments from Messrs. Bircham to 
Jones ? 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY : I suppose the 
towncouncil knew nothing of the fact; but 
for eighteen years similar arrangements as 
toagency terms had existed. I have just 
said that these payments were concealed 
by Jones from the council, 


- Mr. BENN: Jones had not been town 
clerk for eighteen years ; and when he 
was appointed quite a different set of 
circumstances arose, of which Messrs. 
Bircham were fully aware. 


Str ROBERT FINLAY: The difference 
is not of the slightest importance. Be- 
fore the arrangements with the borough 
council, Jones was clerk for the St. Giles’s 
Board, and then he. employed Messrs. 
Bircham. When the St. Giles’s Board 
ceased to exist, Jones became town clerk 
ot the Holborn Borough Council, and 
still employed Messrs. Bircham on the 
same terms. 


Mr. BENN: Has the hon. and 
learned Gentleman any objection to 
placing on the Table of the House the 
cross-examination of Messrs. Bircham 
which took place at this inquiry ? 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: It is open 
to any hon. Member to look at it. 


Rates on Government Property. 

Mr. BENN: I beg to ask the 
President of the Local Government 
Board whether he is aware that if the 
basis of the present assessment of the 
Houses of Parliament, viz.: £40,000, 
were amended to accord with the basis 
of the assessment of the Carlton Club, it 
would be £105,000, and of the National 
Liberal Club, £122,000; and whether, 
in view of the rising rates in London, he 
will take steps to ensure Government 
property bearing its proper share of 
rating. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY or 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Victor CAveEn- 
DISH, Derbyshire, W.): The valuation of 


the Houses of Parliament was specifically | 
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mentioned in the Treasury Minute of 
February 7th, 1896, which contained the 
following passage—‘ The Houses of Par- 
liament have hitherto been exempt from 
contributions (except as regards the 
residential portion) on the ground of 
being a Royal Palace. My Lords regard 
this as a case in which some contribution 
may be allowed, but the rules for the 
assessment of private property are not 
applicable, and they therefore sanction 
the payment of a moderate contribution 
to be fixed with due regard to the peculiar 
character of the property.” Having 
regard to the peculiar character of the 
property, the contribution which is based 
on a rateable value of £40,000 is, in the 
opinion of the Treasury, a reasonable one. 


Mr. BENN: May I ask whether in 
view of the peculiar character of the 
rating burdens in London the hon. 
Gentleman will recommend an increase 
in the Government contribution ? 


Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 8.) : 
Is the hon. Gentleman aware that in- 
timation was given that a Committee 
might be appointed to consider the whole 
subject of the rating of Govermment 
property, including the Palace of West- 
minster. Is there still a willingness to 
appoint that Committee ? 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: The 


matter was very carefully investigated 


by the official responsible for the Treasury 
in conjunction with the local authority, 
and the figure was agreed upon as reason- 
able. I can hold out no hope that the 
matter will be brought forward again. In 
reply to the hon. Member for Islington 
the Question is one which should be 
addressed to the Chancellor of the Ex- 
If such an intimation were 
given, and if there is any strong feeling 
on the subject, no doubt a Committee 
might be appointed. 


Sir GEORGE BARTLEY (Islington, 
N.): Is it not a fact that this payment 
of rates on Government property accounts 
for £500,000 increase in the Civil Service 
Estimates in the last few years. 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH : Yes, Sir, 
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Mr. BENN: The investigation to 
which the hon. Gentleman has referred 
took place as far back as 1896, and in 
view of the recent rise in the rates I 
submit another revision is necessary. 


Questions. 


Customs Watchers. 

Mr. CAUSTON (Southwark, W.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether he will state what, if any, con- 
cessions he is prepared to make in answer 
to the petition of the Customs watchers. 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: I have 
this matter still under my consideration. 


Mr. CAUSTON: This question has 
now been under consideration a very 
long time. I will repeat the Question 
again next Monday. 


Merioneth Education Difficulty. 


Mr. OSMOND WILLIAMS (Merion- 
ethshire) : I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Board of Education whether he can 
state the grounds upon which the whole 
of the education grants payable to the 
local education authority of Merioneth- 
shire, in the months of March and April 
last, have been withheld; and for how 
long it is proposed to withhold such 
grants. 


THe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY to tHe BOARD or EDUCA- 
TION (Sir Wiittam Anson, Oxford Uni- 
versity): No March grants have been 
withheld; all grants which normally 
matured for payment during the finan- 
cial year 1904-5 have been paid. The 
instalments of fee grant due in April 
last have been paid, less the sums de- 
ducted for expenses properly incurred 
by managers, and for which provision 
should have been made by the local 
education authority during the period 
from 30th September 1903, to 30th 
October 1904. No annual grants fall 
due for payment, as regards Merioneth 
schools, during the month of April owing 
to the incidence of the school years. 
The aid grant under Section 10 of the 
Act of 1902 is paid in respect of the 
financial year, or rather for so much 
of it as a school is open. It may be paid 
by instalments in advance from April 
Ist onwards, and the Board are now 
considering what payments they may 
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of Merioneth. 
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Names and Qualifications of Inspectors 
in the Irish Department of Agriculture. 


Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, Os- 
sory): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland how 
many agricultural inspectors are em- 
ployed by the Irish Department of 
Agriculture, what are their names, what 
are the qualifications of those officials 
for their present duties, and what was 
their occupation before they received 
the appointment of agricultural inspee- 
tors. 


THE CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wa.rter Long, Bristol, 8.) : 
Detailed information in these matters 
will be printed with to-nighi’s Votes. 


Trinity College Estates. 


Mr. JOHN O’CONNOR (Kildare, N.) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that the sale of certain estates 
in the county of Kildare has been de- 
layed and hampered owing to ignorance 
on the part of the parties as to the terms 
upon which the Trustees of Trinity 
College, Dublin, are willing to sell the 
head rents of the same; can he say 
whether the Trinity College Estates 
Commission appointed to inquire into 
the sale of the Trinity College estates 
has yet reported; and whether it will 
deal with the question of the terms 
on which such head rents will be sold. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I have no 
information to the effect stated in the 
first part of the Question. The estates 
referred to have not come before the 
Estates Commissioners. As to the re- 
mainder of the Question, I would ask 
the hon. Member to await the Report 
of the Trinity College Commission, which 
has been received and will shortly be 
laid on the Table. 


Mr. JOHN O'CONNOR: Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that the sale 
of certain estates in county Kildare 
cannot be completed until the Report 
has been received ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: There will 
be no delay in laying the Report. 
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Bingham Estate, County Mayo. 


Mr. O’KELLY (Mayo, N.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether, before 
authorising the employment of a special 
police force to carry out the eviction 
of Antony Loftus on the Bingham 
Estate, at Doolough, Belmullet, county 
Mayo, on April 26th last, he had made 
himself acquainted with the facts of 
the case; whether he is aware that the 
landlord had given time to the tenant for 
the payment of the one-and-a-half year’s 
rent due, together with the costs, till May 
12th ; that the tenant had only just been 
supplied with seed potatoes by the local 
board of guardians in consequence of the 
failure of his crop the previous year ; 
and that the full amount due was ten- 
dered to the sheriff immediately before 
the eviction took place, and was refused ; 
and will he say whether any negotiations 
for the sale of this property passed be- 
tween the Estates Commission or the 
Congested Districts Board and the land- 
lord ; and, if not, will he suggest to the 
Congested Districts Board the advisa- 
bility of opening negotiations with the 
landlord, with the object of purchasing 


this property and restoring the evicted , 


tenant to his former status thereon. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: This eviction 
was carried out by the sheriff, for whose 
protection and upon whose requisition, 
a force of four police attended in the 
ordinary and necessary discharge of their 
duty. The Executive have no power to 
refuse such protection. I have no in- 
formation as to the facts of the case. I 
understand that on March 7th the tenant 
received a supply of seed potatoes, as 
stated. So far as the police are aware, 
the amount due was not tendered to the 
sheriff. No negotiations for the sale of 
this property have passed between the 
landlord and the Estates Commissioners 
or Congested Districts Board. The Board 
are prepared to consider any offer which 
may be made to them. 


Lord Longford’s Estate, Westmeath. 

Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN (Kilkenny, N.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
state whether it is on his instructions that 
the Estates Commissioners are acting in 


if he will) 


| peremptorily requiring the tenants on 


Lord Longford’s Estate, in Westmeath, 
to sign agreements to purchase their 
holdings not at the value of the landlord’s: 
interest in those holdings, but in excess of 
the joint value of the landlord’s and 
tenants’ interest added together, and 
threatening penalties upon those tenants 
if they refuse to sign such agreements 
within a week, 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The estate is 
being sold by direct agreement between 
the landlord and tenants. One tenant 
refused to purchase on the same terms 
as the other tenants. The inspector 
reported that this refusal was unreason- 
able, and the tenant was accordingly 
informed that unless he should agree to 
buy his holding would be omitted from 
the estate to be sold. 


Bligh Estate, County Meath. 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he ‘s 
aware that in the case of Mr. O’Keefe. 
on the Bligh Estate, county Meath, and 
other cases which have been brought 
under the notice of the Estates Com- 
missioners, pressure by writs and other 
contrivances has been applied to tenants 
for the purpose of compelling them to 
sign agreements to purchase at prices in 
excess of the entire value of their holdings, 
including the landlord’s interest and 
their own ; and whether he will instruct 
the Estates Commissioners to have the 
landlord’s interest in all holdings so 
affected valued, irrespective of any agree- 
ments signed under duress, as a guarantee 
that the land so affected would be suffi- 
cient security for the moneys advanced 
by the State. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The appli- 
cation for sale includes the holding of 
Mr. P. O’Keefe, who, it is stated, refuses 
to purchase, and the vendor has asked 
that the holding be excluded from the 
sale. Before deciding the matter, the 
Commissioners will, through their in- 
spector, inquire as to the reasonableness 
of Mr. O’Keefe’s refusal to buy. If any 
tenant has been forced by duress to enter 
into any agreement to purchase he has 
a cheap and easy method under Section 
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10 of the Act of 1885 of having the 
agreement revoked. If he does not take 
that course the sale of the holding must 
be dealt with under the ordinary practice. 


Irish Education—Rule 127 (b). 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he will 
lay upon the Table of the House the 
Minutes of all meetings of the Com- 
missioners of National Education at which 
Rule 127 (b) was considered. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: This question 
will be considered by the Commissioners 
at their next meeting, on the 23rd instant. 


Cavan School Teacher's Salary. 

Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG (Cavan, E.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
can say on what date the claim of the 
principal teacher of school, Roll No. 
11,041, Circuit 9B, county Cavan, to an 
increment of good-service salary was 
made; and whether any unsatisfactory 
report was made upon the school during 
the triennial period ; and, if so, on what 
date. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The claim 
was made on April 15th, 1904. An 
unsatisfactory report had been made 
on July 14th, 1903. The claim is now 
being reconsidered in connection with a 
recent representation received from the 
manager on behalf of the teacher. 


Domiciliary Visits by Irisb. Police at 
Athenry. 

Mr. DUFFY (Galway, 8.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that in the neighbourhood of 
Athenry the police have been in the habit 
of visiting the houses of the people at 
night, forcing the people to get out of 
bed to be inspected and interrogated ; 
and will he say by what authority such 
domiciliary visits are carried out. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The police 
have visited certain houses in the dis- 
trict of Athenry for the purpose of ob- 
taining information in respect to the 
ptevention and detection of crime. This 


i a fundamental duty of the police, 
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which, as peace officers, they are bound 
to discharge. There is not the smallest 
foundation for the suggestion that they 
have forced people to get out of bed 
to be inspected and interrogated. The 
visits of the police were not made at 
times when the inmates of houses were 
in bed, and they have always been care- 
ful not to cause inconvenience in any 
way to the persons visited. 


Mr. DILLON: My information is 
that the people were compelled to get 
out of bed. 


Mr. WALTER LONG : I have no in- 
formation as to the precise hours, but 
I am informed that the visits were not 
made at times at which the people ought 
to be in bed. 


Mr. DILLON: What was the hour ? 
By what right do the police insist upon 
entering people’s houses without war- 
rant ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I will en- 
deavour to ascertain whether there is 
any further information as to the hour 
at which these proceedings were taken. 


Colonel Dopping Hepenstall’s Derrycassan 
Estate. 
Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether any 
negotiations have yet been set on foot 
or opened with Colonel Dopping Hepen- 
stall for the purchase of his estate at 
Derrycassan by the Estates Commis- 
sioners ; and, if so, whether the applica- 
tions of the thirteen evicted tenants 
on this estate for restoration to their 
former or equivalent holdings will be 
favourably considered. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: No proceed- 
ings for the sale of this estate have yet 
been instituted before the Commissioners. 


Evicted Tenant’s Holding on the King 
Harman Estate. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he can state 
when the Estates Commissioners pro- 
pose to admit William Fox, an evicted 
tenant’s son on the King Harman (county 
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Longford) Estate, to the possession of that 
part of his father’s former holding which 
they have decided to allow him to pur- 
chase under the Land Act of 1903. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Com- 
missioners are awaiting the decision of 
the Judicial Commissioner on certain 
legal points which have been raised, 
before deciding whether they will make 
an advance in this case. 


Irish Police and Witness Summonses, 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that 
at a recent petty sessions Court, held at 
Longford, the county inspector of police 
there, Mr. Henry R. M‘Dermott, refused 
to obey a witness summons issued by order 
of the Court, and duly served upon him 
with the usual viaticum ; whether, before 
refusing to obey the summons, Mr. 
M‘Dermott took the advice of the law 
officers of the Crown or the Constabulary 
authorities ; and whether the police code 
provides any special exemption in the 
case of police officers any more than in 
that of other persons for such obedience. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The county 
inspector did not attend, because, owing 
to an informality in the proceedings, 
it had been decided to withdraw the 
case in which he was summoned as a 
witness. He explained the reasons for 
his absence to the magistrates, who did 
not deem his attendance necessary. 
The county inspector did not consult 
either the law officers or the Constabulary 
authorities. The reply to the concluding 
inquiry is in the negative. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: Did not the 
inspector himself decide that the pro- 
ceedings were not in order, so that he 
might evade the summons 2 


[No Answer was returned.] 


Ireland and the Income-Tax. 

Mr. O'MARA (Kilkenny, S.): I beg 
to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
if he will state the proportion which the 
income-tax assessment on which taxes 
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of Great Britain, averaged for the last 
five years available. 


Questions. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 
percentage of income-tax contributed 
by Ireland, as compared with that con- 
tributed by Great Britain, is, after making 
the necessary adjustments in accordance 
with the practice followed in preparing 


“Financial Relations” Returns, as 
follows :— 
Treland. Great Britain. 
1899-1900 3°77 96-23 
1900-1901 3°54 96-46 
1901-1902 3°32 96-68 
1902-1903 3°31 96-69 
1903-1904 3°75 96-27 


Mr. O'MARA: Ought not these to be 
the figures on which the taxation is levied, 
seeing that they represent the taxable 
capacity of the two countries / 


[No Answer was returned.] 


Irish Trade Statistics. 

Mr. O'MARA: TI beg to ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether he 
will state what proportion the total trade 
imports and exports of Ireland bears to 
that of England as suggested by Article 7 
of the Act of Union, 1800. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: As 
I stated last year, in answer to the hon. 
Member for West Islington, no machinery 
exists for collecting complete statistics 
of goods removed from port to port within 
the United Kindom, and, in the absence 
of the requisite data, the proportion 
between Ireland and England cannot be 
stated. 


Mr. O’MARA was understood to say 
that according to the Act of Union 
these statistics were to be issued every 
twenty years, and that the right hon. 
Gentleman was infringing the Act by 
not issuing them. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I can. 


not give figures which are not available 


Lough Neagh Drainage. 
Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.): I beg 


to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 


were contributed by Ireland bears to that | whether he will, before the forthcoming 
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debate on arterial drainage, cause to be 


circulated amongst the Parliamentary | 
Papers the instructions to, and other | 


correspondence with, Sir William Binnie, 


who has been commissioned to report | 


on the Lough Neagh drainage question. 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: I have 
not seen the correspondence referred to, 
but I understand that my right hon. 
friend the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant has been in communication 
with Sir Alexander Binnie. Any Ques- 
tions on that subject should therefore 
be addressed to him. 


Mr. MACVEAGH : I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether his 
attention has been called to the trial of 
processes last week at the Belfast Quarter 
Sessions against certain occupiers of 
flooded lands in Lough Neagh district, 
in the course of which the drainage 
trustees admitted that the lands were 
flooded although the actions were brought 
for the cost of maintaining them drained ; 


and whether, pending the forthcoming re- | 


port from Sir William Binnie, he will take 
steps to suspend further proceedings in 
such cases. 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: I am 
informed that processes have been served 
and judgment given against several per- 
sons liable for the payment of Lough 
Neagh drainage maintenance rates, but 
I have no knowledge that any such ad- 
missions as that indicated in the Question 
were made by the trustees. In any case, 
the Government have no authority to 
intervene as suggested. 


Mr. MACVEAGH : If I send the hon. 
Member newspaper reports containing 
these admissions, will he read them ? 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: I shall 
be delighted to read anything the hon. 
Member sends me. 


Charge against an Armagh Postman. 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL (Armagh, S$.) : 
I beg to ask the Postmaster-General 
whether he is aware that on 25th March 
last a postman called Henderson, of 
Vernersbridge, county Armagh, dis- 
charged a revolver at a boy named 
Hamill; that Henderson always takes } 
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part in Orange disturbances in this 
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locality ; and whether he will consider 
the advisability of relieving him of his 
present public duties. 


Lorp STANLEY: I have no informa- 
tion on the subject, but I am making 
inquiry and will communicate the result 
to the hon. Member. 


Military Traffic on the Roads near 
Crosshaven 

Mr. CREAN (Cork, 8.E.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he is aware that complaint 
has been made to the War Office of the 
damage done to the roads near Cross- 
haven, county Cork, by their con- 
tractor in the conveyance of material 
to the Government works by traction 
engines ; and whether, seeing that Cross- 
haven is a health resort, and in view 
of the present condition of the roads, 


orders will be given to have them 
immediately put in proper repair. 
Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Orders 


have already been given for the repair 
of the roads at Crosshaven which have 
been damaged, and these repairs are 
already well advanced. 


Mr. CREAN: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman hurry up the contractors ’ 
At the rate they are going on at present 
the season will be over before the roads 
are repaired. 


Cavan Army Pensioner. 


Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY (Cavan, 
W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether he will inquire into the 
case of James Nolan, of Cavan, No. 241, 
Army pensioner, who is in a state of 
destitution; and, seeing that this man 
has had eleven and a-half years foreign 
service and was discharged on account 
of disease contracted whilst on active 
service, will his present condition be 
alleviated by the Government. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: This man 
served for eleven years and three months, 
of which nine years One month were 
spent abroad. He was discharged in 1869 
for phthisis and epilepsy, and was granted 
6d. a day pension, the maximum rate 
} permissible under the regulations. The 
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Commissioners of Chelsea Hospital have 
reconsidered his case, but state that 
he cannot be awarded any increase of 
pension. 


(Questions. 


Proclaimed Meeting in Galway. 

Mr. ROCHE (Galway, E.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware | 
that at a public meeting held at Cappa- | 
tagle. county Galway, on Sunday the | 
ith instant, the Member for that Division, | 
while addressing his constituents, was | 
dragged and pulled about by the police ; | 
and whether they were authorised to | 
do so without serving him with a copy 





of the proclamation or giving him any | 


notice that the meeting was proclaimed 
before he commenced to address his 
constituents. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The proclama- 
tion in the case of this meeting was 
issued on the 6th May. Copies of it were 
extensively placarded in the districts 
and served on the promoters and many 
other persons likely to attend the meet- 
ing. 
to serve a copy upon the hon. Member 
at Woodford. On the following day he 
endeavoured to address a meeting, not- 


withstanding the proclamation, which | 


was known to everyone in the locality. 
The county inspector, I believe, handed 


him a copy, and, according to a newspaper | 


report which I have seen, the hon. Mem- 
ber “‘ tore the copy and threw the frag- 
ments on the road.” The police were 
authorised to prevent any meeting, and 
in carrying out their instructions no 
violence whatever was used towards the 
hon. Member. 


Mr. DILLON: Are we to understand 
that it is lawful for the police in Ire- 


land to seize a Member of this House | 


and drag him about, using violence 
when no resistance is offered 4 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I am in- 
formed that no violence was used. If 


the police had instructions to prevent 
the meeting, their duty was obviously 
to prevent it. 


Mr. ROCHE: As the Member for 
the Division, may I be permitted to state 
that I was collared by two policemen—— 
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An unsuccessful attempt was made | 
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Mr. T. L. CORBETT (Down, N.) 


rose, as if to a point of order, his rising 
being followed by loud and continued 
cries of “Sit down,” “ Order,” and 
“Name” from the Nationalist Benches. 


Me. DEPUTY-SPEAKER intervened, 
and in response to Nationalist cries of 
‘““A personal explanation,” said: The 
hon. Member must put his personal ex- 
planation in the shape of a Question. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
On the point of order, may I ask whether, 
where an Answer such as that of the 
right hon. Gentleman is given, directly 
contravening the statement of an hon. 
Member as to his own action in his own 
| constituency, it is not the invariable 
| practice of the House to allow the 
hon. Member to make a personal explan- 
ation ? 


| 


Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: If the 
| hon. Member will postpone his explan- 
‘ation to the conclusion of Questions, I 
| have no doubt that the House will listen 
tohim. There are a number of Questions 
on the Paper still to be answered, and 
it would be most unfair to shut them out 
by the hon. Member’s personal explan- 
ation. 


Mr. KILBRIDE (Kildare, 8.): Was 
copy of the proclamation served on 
|the hon. Member for East Galway 
previous to the meeting or after the hon. 
Member had been dragged along the 
road by the police ? 


9 
«a 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I am told 
that every effort was made to serve the 
hon. Member before the meeting ; and I 
am also informed that before the meeting 
took place the proclamation was visible 
in that part of the district. Whether 
the police were successful or not in serving 
the proclamation is not a matter of 
importance, because, as hon. Members 
know, the police have power to prevent 
a meeting from being held, whether it 
has been proclaimed or not. 


The Aliens Bill. 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether, in view of the declaration of a 
member of the Cabinet at Bristol that 
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the Aliens Bill had been introduced to 
prevent the displacement of British 
labour, and his promise not to proceed 
with the policy of protection in this 
Parliament, he still intends to go on with 
the measure. 


THe PRIME MINISTER anpb FIRST 
LORD or tHe TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Batrour, Manchester, E.) : We certainly 
intend to proceed with the Bill; and my 
right hon. friend tells me that the speech 
to which reference is made in the Ques- 
tion does not bear the interpretation 
which the hon. Member puts upon it. 


Escape from Fire. 

Sir THOMAS DEWAR: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury, having re- 
gard to the importance of facilities for 
escape from fire, as disclosed in the 
evidence at the recent inquiry into the 
causes of the telephone fire at Mansion 
House Chambers and Oxford Court, 
Cannon Street, can he see his way to 
facilitate legislation on the lines outlined 
in the City of London (Means of Escape 
from Fire) Bill now before Parliament. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Home Secre- 
tary has consented to the appointment of 
a Select Committee to consider the sub- 
ject, as that is the best way of dealing 
with it. 


A PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. ROCHE said he desired to make 
a personal explanation as to what had 
occurred in relation to the proclaimed 
meeting in his constituency. On the 
7th inst., when he was addressing his 
constituents, the district inspector 
ordered the police to drag him down 
immediately. Two of them, acting on 
the orders of the district inspector, 
caught him, one on each side, and 
dragged him to the road. Not satisfied 
with that, they dragged him along the 
road for at least fifty yards or more. He 
repeatedly asked them to let him go and 
not drag him in that manner, and he 
demanded what authority they had for 
doing so. He called for the county 
inspector and asked him what right 
these people had to insult him in this 
fashion and drag him about, and he 


requested him to direct them to let go of 
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him. The county inspector did direct 
them, and they immediately let go of 
him. After that incident the proclama- 
tion was served upon him, and naturally 
in the circumstances he gave vent to his 
feelings and tore it up. The right hon, 
Gentleman had stated that he had read 
the account of these proceedings in the 
Press. He challenged him to stand up 
there and deny that in that report the 
statement was made that the hon. Mem- 
ber for the Division had been assaulted 
by the police. [At this stage there were 
loud NaTIONALIsT cries of “ Long.”] 


Mr. CHURCHILL (Oldham): On a 
point of order, Sir, the House having 
listened to the personal explanation of 
the hon. Gentleman who has just spoken, 
are we not entitled to hear the personal 
explanation of the Chief Secretary on the 
new situation created by the hon. Mem- 
ber’s statement ¢ 


Mer. DEPUTY-SPEAKER : There can 
be no debate or Answer upon a personal 
explanation. By the leave of the House 
the hon. Member made a _ personal ex- 
planation, and the House accepts it. It 
would be a most improper thing to con- 
tradict the hon. Member. 


A NATIONALIST MEMBER : Some- 
body is a liar. Who is it ? 


Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: That isa 


most improper observation. 


Mr. DILLON: On the point of order, 
Sir, when a Minister or any Member of 
the House makes a personal statement 
in reference to any hon. Member, and 
when that hon. Member of his own know- 
ledge contradicts that statement, is it not 
customary in this House for the Gentle- 
man who originally made the statement 
to withdraw ? 


Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: I have no 
recollection of a personal explanation 
being debated or contradicted in any way. 
[An Hon. MemBer: Accepted.j The 
House at once accepts the explanation 
made by the hon. Member. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: On a point of 
order, Sir, I understand that you would 





"ro te SD & 








305 New 


not refuse to the right hon. Gentleman the 
right to make a personal explanation if 
he should desire to do so, and if the House 
did not desire to put any impediment in 
his way. 


Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Ii the right 
hon. Gentleman is anxious also to make 
a personal explanation, and the House is 
ready to listen to him, of course I shall 
not interfere. All that I am concerned 
to do, as for the moment the guardian 
of the rules of the House, is to protect. the 
House against a debate being raised. 


Me. WALTER LONG: There is no 
personal explanation to be made, so far 
as | am concerned. In answer to the 
(Juestion, I stated the information I had 
received, which included a statement that 
no personal violence had been used. The 
hon. Grentleman has made his statement, 
which, of course, I accept, as everybody 
else accepts in this House any statement 
made by an hon. Member on a matter 
in his own personal knowledge. In 
reference to the hon. Member’s Question 
to me as to what appeared in the Press, 
I think he misunderstood me. I only 
referred to a quotation which appeared 
in the newspapers, and in regard to the 
general account that I gave, I gave 
what I had received from the police, who 
were responsible for what took place. | 
submit to the House that I have no 
personal explanation to make. 


MOTION FOR ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. OSMOND WILLIAMS (Merion- 
ethshire) : I beg to ask leave to move the 
adjournment of the House in order 
to call attention to a definite matter 
of urgent public importance — namely, 
the declaration by the Board of Educa- 
tion of the default of the county 
of Merioneth under the provisions of 
the Defaulting Authocities Act. 


Me. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: This seems 
to be the first occasion on which the 
matter has been brought to the at- 
tention of the House, and therefore I 
think it may fairly be considered one of 
urgent public importance. But I think 
it necessary to enter a caveat that, in case 
of similar Motions being brought forward 
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in relation to other counties, they can 
hardly be considered as proper ground for 
adjournment Motions. 


The pleasure of the House not having 
been signified, Mr. Derury-Sreaker 
called on those Members who supported 
the Motion to rise in their places, and not 
less than forty Members having accord- 
ingly risen, 


The Motion stood over, under Stand- 
ing Order No. 10, until this Evening’s 
Sitting. 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 

Mr. Hausey reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection ; That they had dis- 
charged the following Member from the 
Standing Committee on Law and Courts 
of Justice, and Legal Procedure, in re- 
spect of the Town Tenants (Ireland) Bill : 
Mr. Charles Craig; and had appointed 
in substitution: Mr. Seymour Ormsby- 
(yore. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


NEW BILLS 


VALUATION (IRELAND) BILL. 


“To make provision with respect 
to a Revision under the Irish Valuation 
Acts in case of a Revaluation under 
Section 65 of the Local Govern- 
ment (Ireland) Act, 1898,” presented 
by Mr. Attorney-General for Ireland ; 
to be read a second time to-morrow, and 
to be printed. [Bill 217.j 


SUNDAY TRADING (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

‘““To regulate and control Sunday 
Trading in Scotland,” presented by Mr. 
Cameron Corbett; supported by Mr. 
Hunter Craig, Sir Mark Stewart, and 
Mr. John Wilson (Glasgow) ; to be read 
a second time upon Thursday, and to 
be printed. [Bill 218.] 
ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (SCHOOL 

ATTENDANCE) BILL. 

‘To alter the age of Exemption from 
| Attendance at School,” presented by 
Mr. Yoxall; supported by Mr. Crooks, 


» 
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Sir John Gorst, Mr. Corrie Grant, Mr. | 


Ernest Gray, Mr. Alfred Hutton, Mr. 
Brynmor Jones, and Dr. Macnamara ; 
to be read a second time upon Monday, 
29th May, and to be printed. [Bill 219.] 


ARCHITECTS (REGISTRATION) BILL. 

“To provide for the Registration of 
Architects,” presented by Mr. Atherley- 
Jones; supported by Sir William Cod- 
dington, Mr. Wallace, and Sir Christopher 
Furness ; to be read a second time upon 
Thursday, 25th May, and to be printed. 
[Bill 220.] 


{SALMON FISHERY “al AMENDMENT 

“To amend the Salmon and Fresh- 
water Fisheries Acts, 1861 to 1892,” 
presented by Mr. W. H. Grerfell; sup- 
ported by Sir Herbert Maxwell, Sir 
Henry Seton-Karr, and Mr. Charles 
Hobhouse; to be read a second time 
upon Monday, 29th May, and to be 
printed. [Bill 221.] 


FINANCE BILL. 
{Second REaDING.] 


Order for Second Reading read. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
- “That the Bill be now read a second 
time. ” 


*Mr. CLANCY (Dublin County, N.) 
said he regretted they had not the ad- 
vantage of having before them on that 
oceasion the usual Financial Relations 
Return, on the basis of which previous 
discussions on that subject had been 
carried on. 
pose to suggest that the Government 
were to blame in that matter, because he 
admitted that the Return had on previous 
occasions been moved for by a private 
Member, and he did not know that any 
Member had moved for it up to the 
present time that session. Therefore, 
he made no complaint of the fact that 
the Return had not been issued, nor, indeed, 
was he inclined to regret that fact. It 
was extremely doubtful whether that 
particular Return with which they 
were annually presented by the author- 


He did not, however, pro- | 


harm than good. 


\ 





Bill. 


3508 
ities at the Treasury did not do more 


In his experience he 
had found that the basis on which the 
Return was made was being continually 
altered and new principles were being 
introduced from time to time. Several 
years ago the Treasury—in the time of 
Mr. Gladstone—discovered that there 
were very serious errors in the Return, 
and, accordingly, it had to be revised 
and made up ‘on different lines. The 
latest error had been admitted by the 
right hon. Gentleman the present Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, who last year 
said that a new principle of collating 
certain items in the Return would have 
to be adopted. So long as they did 
not know beforehand the principles on 
which the Returns were to be based, he 
for one, objected to allowing the de- 
fendant in the case to prepare the evi- 
dence on which the verdict was to be 
given. In the next place he was afraid 
that the form in which the Return was 
at present framed, and in which it had 
been framed in the past, justified the 


_ suggestion that it perpetuated misrepre- 


sentations and fallacies. The form 
in which they now received it also 
seemed to him calculated to perpetuate 
those evils to which he would allude later 
on. However that might be, passing 
from the fact that they had no Return 
of the usual kind this year before them 
for the purpose of that debate, it was 
obvious it was not so necessary now 
as on previous occasions. For that the 
reason was clear. It was that the changes 
made in the Budget of this year were 
very few and trifling, and, in fact, the 
only change of any importance which 
would affect the general Return on the 
question they were discussing had been 
the reduction in the duty on tea. He 
believed that no other material change 
had been made since last year, and he 
thought it might be taken for granted 
that the figures which were available 
for last year, therefore, were practically 
sufficient for the purposes of the present 
debate. 


He did not propose to occupy the 
time of the House for more than a brief 
period that evening. The Amendment 
said that the Bill did not contain pro- 
posals for effectually remedying their 
grievance in regard to unjust financial 
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treatment. In that respect the Amend- { taken 
ment was literally true, and he would 
at once put it to the House that, 
if there wele an injustice, it was 
not corrected in the Budget of this 
year. The real question was whether 
an injustice did exist. He did not 
think there could be any necessity 
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into account for five minutes 
if any Chancellor of the Exchequer 
chose to disagree with them? He con- 
fessed he did not. 


Next the right hon. Gentleman gave 
them an answer with which they 
were equally familiar, and that was 


to go into that matter to the extent | ask what grievance had they 
to which they had done in previous when their proportionate  contribu- 
: tion to the Empire was _ steadily 


years. To his mind every debate on 
the subject for several years past had 
nt only been pract cally one-sided ; 
but the few persons who had spoken 
against the Irish demand had given no 
answers to the arguments in favour of 


going down. He despaired when he 
listened to replies of that nature, be- 
cause it had been pointed out time after 
time how absurd such a_ suggestion 
was. Last year they were able to 





that demand. 
the usual shallow parrot phrases which 
time after time had been demonstrated 
to have rot the slightest possible found- 
ation. Last year the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
treated them in a rather cavalier manner, 
considering the great importance of the 
subject. He contented himself with 
making two answers, and he did not 
think he would be misrepresenting the 
speech of the right hon. Gentleman 
when he said that those two answers 
were, broadly speaking, as follows :— 
In the first place, he asked the familiar 
question, what remedy did they pro- 
pose? It was apparently in vain to 
tell him, as Chancellors of the Exchequer 
had been told on many occasions, that 
the Irish Members had not the power them- 
selves to apply a remedy, and _ there- 
fore the responsibility did not rest with 
them to discover the proper remedy. 
It was a very easy thing for the right 
hon. Gentleman and his predecessors to 
say, ““ What remedy have you to pro- 
pose?” put if they had attempted 
to put one forward it would have fen 
equally easy for the right hon. Gentle- 
man to eriticise and reject it, and theres 
upon he presumed the whole question 
would have been shelved, at any rate 
by many of the right hon, Gentleman’s 
supporters. He even inclined to 
think that that suggestion was pot put 
forward in a bona fide manner. Did any- 
one believe that the proposed remedies 
would be accepted ? Did anyone in his 
senses imagine that any number of Irish 
Members in that House who had con- 
sidered the matter carefully and in a 
moderate spirit, would have their opinion 


Was 


They had merely repeated 


quote in proof of their contention a 
statement by the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s fellow Minister who had now 
ceased to hold office, the right hon. 
| Gentleman the Member for Dover, who 
‘had entirely taken their view of the case, 
| viz,, that when taxation went up all 
lover Great Britain and Ireland as a 
| whole, and when one of these two divisions 
of the Kingdom decreased in every 
j}element of wealth, while the other 
advanced by leaps and bounds in the 
| opposite direction, the contribution of 
ithe weaker, though it absolutely in- 
| creased, must less In 
| proportion. This seemed to be obvious, 
| but in this matter it often happened 
lthat the more obvious the truth was 
| the less it was realised by those who had 
| authority, and he presumed that the right 
jhon. Gentleman the Chancellor of the 
| Exchequer would continue to be blind to 
that truth even this session. 





necessarily get 


| The real point for them to con 
sider was whether their contribution 
|was actually going up or absolutely 


4 


and he had some figures 
to submit to them on that point. 
Mor ten vears before 1200 it was, on an 
average, under £2,000,000, it was now 
| going up to £3,000,000. What a contrast 
was there between the promise and the 
performance ; between the promise made 
at the time of the Union, and the per- 
formance of to-day. At the time of the 
Union their taxation altogether amounted 
to £2,500,000 a year, and Lord Castle- 
reagh in his speeches in the Irish House 
of Commons recommended thes Union 
to the Irish people on the grounds that 
there would oe no augmentation of 
the debt, and no increase of. taxation . 


going down, 











oll 


But their total contribution had gone 
up, their actual payments to the Trea- 
sury had gone up to £12,000,000 in one 
hundred years. Let him say, before 
he went any further, that he, for one, 
believed that the contributions as set 
down in the Treasury Return were far 
short of the figure at which they ought 
to stand. Some sessions ago the then 
Chancellor of the Exchequer the hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Bristol, 
when he was making a somewhat similar 
comment, suggested that he was attacking 
certain Treasury officials. He was doing 
nothing of the kind; he was simply 
attacking their masters, who directed 
them te make the Return on certain 
lines. He said now frankly his belief 
was that this was done with the express 
purpose of showing that they were not 
paying as much to the Empire as they 
actually were contributing. There were 
in the Return two columns showing the 
revenue extracted from Ireland, one was 
headed, ‘‘ Revenue collected in Ireland,” 
the other ‘the true revenue.” He 
thought Mr. Gladstone was right when in 
1886, in the debate on the Home Rule 
Bill, he admitted that in justice and 
fairness the revenue collected in Ireland 
ought to be entirely attributed to 
Treland. He really could not under- 
stand why it should not be. What 
was the revenue of France or of Germany? 
It was the revenue collected in France 
or in Germany as the case might be. 
The revenue collected in the British 
Empire was the revenue of the British 
Empire. But in the case of Ireland 
alone, Ireland which, notwithstanding 
all they might say to the contrary, was 
divided from them in such a way that it 
could never be part of the Empire in 
the same way as Wiltshire was—in the 
case of Ireland alone they adopted the 
device of deducting what was paid by 
consumers in England, and the invariable 
result was of course to make out that 
they paid two millions less than they 
really did. 


Finance 


Again, the usual Return utterly 
misrepresented the expenditure account. 
The object seemed to be to attribute 
to Ireland all expenses which could 
by any possibility be regarded as 
incurred for Ireland, and to take off 
England every penny spent in England 

Mr. Clancy. 
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that could by any possibility te said 
|to te collected for Imperial purposes. 
It was assumed—as if there could be 
/no doubt—that the charge for the Army 
‘and Navy was an Imperial one, charge- 
‘able to the Empire at large. He could 
understand the charge for the main- 
tenance of the Army being thus treated, 
but it was different in the case of the 
millions upon millions spent upon the 
construction of ships, guns, and armour- 
plate. That money was spent in five 
or six English and Scotch shipbuilding 
ports and dockyards, it was spent upon 
_English, Scotch, and Welsh workmen, 
it went into English, Scotch and Welsh 
| pockets, and with it were purchased 
food and clothing—the necessaries of 
life—in English, Scotch and Welsh 
establishments. In what way could that 
be called Imperial expenditure? It 
ought to be set down, not to the account 
of the Empire, but to the account of Eng- 
land, Scotland, and Wales. Look at the 
way in which the charge for the Con- 
_stabulary in Ireland was treated. Really 
it was a strictly Imperial charge, and 
evidence was given before the Financial 
| Relations Commission to the effect that 
Mr. Goschen, hard as he was towards 
Ireland himself, stated that the Con- 
stabulary charge amounting to £1,600,000 
a year ought to be set down to the 
account of the Empire, and not to 
the account of Ireland only. Having 
regard to these facts the Returns 
were seriously at fault, and the sooner 
they were abandoned altogether the 
better, unless steps were taken by the 
|Government to put them on a proper 
basis. 
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‘+ was absolutely plain, neverthe- 
less, that Ireland was paying too much in 
proportion to the other parts of the 
United Kingdom. He had no intention 
to debate this question at great length. 
It seemed to him to have been settled 
for ever by the Royal Commission of 
/1894. That Commission had __ been 
assailed on the ground that it was 
_appointed with a view to the Home 
Rule Bill, and the proposals made by 
Mr. Gladstone for the settlement of 
Ireland. But really he did not see how 
| that was an answer at all. The question 
| was—were the figures presented by that 
‘Commission correct or not? and not 
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whether they were prepared with the 
view to this or that scheme of Govern- 
ment policy. The question further was 


whether from the figures correct dedac- | 
It seemed to him on | 


tions were made ? 
this point that there was no answer at all, 
and no answer had ever been given. 


None of the figures given by the Com- | 
in fact, he | 


mission had ever been assailed ; 
challenged the right hon. Gentleman to 
get up and point to any single set of 


figures in the Report of the majority | 


which had been assailed at all. 


The old familiar argument had been 


used that there could not be financial in- | 


justice inflicted on Ireland, because under 
the present system of taxation every man 


inthethree kingdoms was taxedalike. In | 


the first place, he wanted to safeguard him- 


self by stating, as one who took his stand | 


in this matter on the Act of Union—there 
were too many Unionists on the other 
side of the House who seemed to think it 
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| said that Ireland was the most heavily 
taxed and Great Britain the most lightly 
| taxed country in Europe, notwithstand- 
ing that both were nominally subject to 
the same taxation. Sir Stafford North- 
cote did not repudiate the obligations 
laid upon British Ministers and British 
politicians by the Acts of 1800 and 1816, 
ror did the Government who appointed 
'the Committee. Even so late as 1890 the 
very work which the Royal Commission 
was set to do a few years later by Mr. 
Gladstone, namely, to take account of 
| what way Ireland ought to be separately 
treated, was entrusted by Mr. Goschen, 
the Unionist Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
_to a Committee, in the reference framed 
to aid the Committee which was 
appointed, but never met, to in- 
‘vestigate this question. The answer, 
therefore, that no injustice was done 
| because everybody was taxed alike was 
not pertinent to the issue. But more 
than that, it was not true. 


} 


obsolete and of no account—that this | 


plea was not pertinent. It was like 


a piece of evidence which might be | 


offered at a trial, which might be true 


or might be false, but was ruled out by | 
the Judge because it was not relevant to | 
What was the use of advancing | 
this plea when the principle of separate | 


the issue, 


treatment for Ireland was embodied in 


the Act of Union as the only principle on | 
which the taxation of Ircland ovght to be | 


regulated 2. It was embodied again in 
the Act of 1816, which amalgamated the 


Exchequers of Ireland and Great Britain. | 
The Act of 1816 declared that the taxation | 


ofTreland and of Scotland was subject to 
certain exemptions and abatements. That 
principle was actually recognised for a 
great port of the first half of last century 
by successive British Ministers, In 1842, 
and again in 1845, Sir Robert Peel re- 
fused to extend the income-tax to Ire- 


land on the very ground that Treland | 


was entitled to exemption from this tax ; 


he did so on account of the enactments | 


of 1800 and 1816. It was nonsense to 
Say that this theory of separate treat- 
ment was either new-fangled or wrong. 


It was recognised in 1864 by a Conserva- | 


tive Administration when they appointed 
a Committee on the subject. It was 
recognised by the Chairman of that) 
Committee, Sir Stafford Northcote, who | 
made a remarkable Report, in which he | 


He would take those who urged th's 
argument on their own ground. It was 
obvious that it could not be true as long as 
Ireland and Great Britain were dissimilar 
in circumstances and in resources. He 
thought he was stating the case as plainly 
and correctly as possible when he said that 
a@ common system of taxation as applied 
to countries dissimilar in circumstances 
'and resources did not necessarily mean 
equality of burden. Take the case of 
|fates on property. When a common 
system was applied to countries dis- 
similar in circumstances and resources— 
great properties the rule in the one, 
small in the other—equal rates on both 
pressed more heavily on the latter than 
on the former, because they took away 
a greater proportion of the surplus 
income. Surely that was perfectly plain. 
‘He would read, for the information of 
/anyone who doubted this, the statement 
‘made by Sir Robert Giffen before the 
Financial Relations Commissic n— 

“Tt is not the same thing to take £2 from 
the man who has £40 a year, as to take £4 
from a man who has £80, or £40 from a man 
| who has £800. The sacrifice is greater upon 
the man from whom you take £2 out of £40 
| than it is upon the man from whom you take 
| £40 out of £800, although the proportion is the 
| same.” 


| . 
In the case of taxes on! dutiable com- 


modities the case was absolutely worse 
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all to disparity in income. 
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for they acted without any regard at /This equal and indiscriminate taxa- 
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If the | tion argument seemed to be infected 


poor consumed as much as the rich ‘with the essential vice that so long as 
they paid actually as much as the rich; | the circumstances of the country on 


the poorer country gave up & larger part 


of its income than the richer, because it | 


had less surplus income. Therefore, he 


contended that this system, so far from | 


equalising taxation, might, and as a mat- 
ter of fact did, work the greatest possible 
injustice to Ireland. Under the system 


of indiscriminate taxation the man living | 


in Mayfair paid, forsooth, the same as the 
unfortunate Connaught peasant for his 


tobacco, though the one had £10,000 a | 


year, while the other had to support 
himself and his family on ten shillings a 
week, Yet it was said that no injustice 
was done to the Connaught peasant. In 
his opinion the unfortunate peesants in 


the West of Ireland ought not to be_ 


taxed at all. Every frank economist 
admitted that what ought to be’taxed 
was the surplus income, and that the 
people must be allowed enough to live on 
before their taxation begin; otherwise 
they would not live and there would be 
no taxation at all. What a monstrous 
thing it was that the unfortunate peasants 
in the West of Ireland, labourers who on 
an average earned ten shillings a week, 
should be put on a par in regard to taxa- 
tion with the millionaires in Park Lane 
and Mayfair! But jhat was the neces- 
sary result of so-called equal and indiscri- 
-minate taxation; and the reason why it 
hit Ireland more heavily than England 
was perfectly obvious, namely, that Ire- 
land contained a vastly larger number 
of poor than England. 


Again, if the articles sclected for 
taxation were used only in one, or were 
used in one more generally than in the 
other, that one country was hit, and 
the other escaped, though both were 
nominally liable to the same taxation. 
That was exactly what had happened in 
the case of Ireland as compared with 
Great Britain. From 1853 down to 1860 
what was done ? The House of Commons 
selected whisky, which was the national 
beverage of Ireland, for taxation, and 
left out beer, 
drink of England. There were the same 
duties on whisky and beer in both, but 
would any candid man say that they 
hit the two countries in the same way ? | 

Mr. Clancy, 


year 
which was the national | 


which it was imposed were not taken 
into account, it ever touched the poor 
and let the rich get off. The result wag 
—and he thought that this fact ought to 
be really conclusive as to the injustice 
of the present system of taxation—that, 
according to the admission of the right 
hon. Gentleman the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer in answering a Question 
put to him on the subject of the 
taxation raised in England, one - half 
was borne by indirect taxation and 
one-half by direct taxation; but in 
Ireland the figures were 72 percent. from 
indirect taxation and 27 from direct 
taxation. 


Well, the general trend of all this 
was summed up in a passage which he 
would take the opportunity of reading 
from the Report of the Financial Relations 
Commission—he meant the Report signed 
by the majority of the Commissioners. 
It was a passage which any candid 
Englishman ought to be ashamed of. It 
was as follows— 

“The general effect of the change in fiscal 
policy has been to abolish nearly all duties on 
raw material of manufacture and articles of 
food, and to substitute direct taxation upon in- 
come and property, together with duties ona 
small number of imported articles and on 
alcoholic drinks. The articles selected for these 
duties—tobacco, tea, and spirits, are those most 
largely used by the population of Ireland, while 
the articles freed from duty were so freed 
mainly for the benefit of the inhabitants of 
Great Britain.” 


That passage remained on record, and 
could not be contradicted; and yet the 
English Government went on_ piling 
taxation on Ireland, relying on the 
assumption that so long as each man 
paid the same rate of duty on tea, 
tobaceo, and spirits, there could not be 
any injustice done, in spite of the fact 
that the one country presented a totally 
different set of circumstances from the 
other. He heard the Chancellor of the 
‘xchequer or the Prime Minister last 
declare that, large as was the 
taxation which this country was called 


upon to bear in consequence of the South 


African War, it was better able to bear 
it than even the taxation of forty years 
ago. Could anybody pretend that that 
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could be said of Ireland? Its population 
had been reduced by one-half in fifty 
years, until now it was less than it was 
at the beginning of the nineteenth 
century, and only what it was at the 
time of the Union. He doubted if, in 
the dominions of the Turk, there could 
be found a single country of which that 
could be said. And the Irish people 
were still going. A Return appeared a few 
weeks ago, from which it appeared that 
the emigration of labourers from Ireland, 
during the first four months of this year, 
was 1,000 more per month than in the 
corresponding four months last year. 
And why did they go? Surely they 
would not go if they could earn their 
bread at home. It was because there 
was no hope of their attaining to pros- 
perity in their native land. Curiously 
enough, the fact that Ireland was not 
improving, but, on the contrary, going 
back, was proved by the Answer of the 
right hon. Gentleman the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer to a Question put to him 
that very day as to the receipts from the 
income-tax during the past five or six 
years. He had not hed time to examine 
the figures very carefully, but it was 
plain that, notwithstanding the increase 
in the rate of the income-tax, the actual 
produce of the tax had decreased. That 
clearly showed that the resources of 
Ireland were declining. Now, he really 
thought that treatment of this kind, and 
under these circumstances, betrayed a 
hard-heartedness and callousness which 
could not be too severely condemned. 
For his part, he had not words in which 
he could sufficiently condemn it by the 
use Of Parliamentary language. 


Before he sat down he wanted to 
mention a fact which he had discovered 
from the Inland Revenue Returns of 
last year. 
ment into the local taxation account 


from the Imperial Exchequer of the | 


proportion of the Excise license duties. 
Many years ago Mr. Goschen, when 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, made a 
Return showing that the amount given 
back, proportionate to income, to the 
three countries, was 80 per cent. to 
England, 11 per cent. to Scotland, and 
9 per cent. to Ireland. He was inclined 
to think at the time that Ireland was, as 
usual, being cheated; and he was not 
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yet sure that Ireland was not. But 
Ireland had been treated worse since. 
The system of repayment had been 
changed and the three countries got back 
the produce of certain Excise duties. 
England got back at the same rate 
as before; but it turned out that the 
licences which were selected for that 
purpose were most fruitful in England 
and least fruitful in Ireland. The result 
was that, whereas Ireland was getting 
9 per cent. before of what was paid in, 
she was now, under the revised system, 
only getting 44 per cent. instead of 9 per 
cent. He would like the right hon. 
| Gentleman the Chancellor of the Ex- 
| chequer to explain why that should be 
| SO. 





There were, he warned the right 
hon. Gentleman, other Questions to be 
answered; because, if he was rightly 
informed, England was getting a great 
deal too much and Scotland a great deal 
too little even under the law as it 
stood. What he had been saying 
was but the latest chapter—not the last, 
he supposed—of a disgraceful story more 
than a century old. One hundred and 
tive years ago one of the fraudulent 
| devices by which it was sought to im- 
| pose the Union project upon the intellect 
of Ireland was a series of promises 
that it would be of vast material 
benefit to Ireland, inasmuch as, 
amongst other reasons, Ireland wouid be 
jequitably taxed. It was to be taxed, 
|according to Lerd Castlereagh and Mr. 
Pitt, in the proportion then prevailing. 
{Then the British taxpayers in Great 
| Britain paid annually about £3 per head, 
the Irish taxpayers only 10s. The 
British rate had since declined to £2 1s. 
| per head, while that of Treland had 
| increased from 10s. to all but £2 per head, 
and this, too, though in the same time 
the population and resources of Ireland 
had both declined, while the population 
| of Great Britain had more than trebled, 
and her wealth, in all its various forms, 
had far outstripped that advance. No 
wonder that Ireland’s connection with 
Great Britain by means of the Union had 
brought Ireland, not the increase of 
wealth which was to follow in the wake 
of the Union, but ever increasing poverty. 
No wonder that Irish industries had been 











well nigh extinguished. No wonder that 
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its people fled from their own land as 
from a plague spot. No wonder that the 
Jast century witnessed two or three 
famines and many periods of acute 


Finance 


distress. No wonder that many Irish- 
men, knowing the real causes of 
those calamities, should think _ it 


blasphemy to style them visitations 
of Providence. No wonder they should 
be inclined to think of some British 
statesmen as more deserving of such 
denunciations as those uttered by 
Cicero of the plunderer of Sicily than 
was Verres himself. For his own part, he 
thought less hardly of the direct and 
brutal suppression of Irish industries 200 
years ago than he did of the various 
indirect, ingenious, underhand, and mean 
devices by which the same end had been 
attained in more civilised times. Nor 
could he view without cisgust the ex- 
pression by British siatesmen at the 
present time of a vicarious repentance 
for the injustice inflicted by their 
predecessors who were long snce dead, 
while they seem utterly blind to the 
equally gross injustice inflicted by them- 
selves, 


Mr. JOHN O’CONNOR (Kildare, N.) | 


formally seconded the Amendment, 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out from the word ‘That’ to 
the end of the Question, in order to add the 
‘words ‘this House, having regard to the un- 
just financial treatment to which Ireland has 
been for many years subjected, with disastrous 
results to that country, declines to read a 
second time this Bill, which contains no pro- 
posal for effectually remedying that grievance, 
and does contain provisions which would 
continue it.”—(Mr. Clancy.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
p'oposed to be left out stand part of the 
Question.” 


Mr. ELLIOT (Durham) said the mover 
of the Amendment had denounced the 
financial relations between Ireland and 
England. He had talked as if Irish- 
men were leaving their country 
as a pest - house, as if 
was failing, the country going down 
hill; as if there was no_ prosperity 
anywhere; as if it were all due to the 
gross and unjust treatment in financial 
matters of Ireland by Great Britain. He 


Mr. Clancy. 
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' begged to traverse that statement alto- 


|gether. Every Return showed that 
Ireland was advancing. Savings Bank 
| balances were increasing, and although 
the income-tax did not show the rise 
that it ought to show that was due to 
the change from big to small proprietors, 


Me. CLANCY retorted that that point 
was answered last year, when it was 
argued that the money must be invested, 
and the income-tax, if not paid out of 
property, was payable out of dividends, 


Mr. ELLIOT maintained that. his 
point was a good one, and asked where 
the moneys were now invested. He ad- 
mitted that the population of Ireland 
was less now than it was fifty years ago, 
and he regretted that should be the case, 
but if he had to choose between seeing 
Ireland with a population of 10,000,000 
of people, living as they used to live, and 
a smaller population living in a certain 
degree of comfort, he should assuredly 
choose the latter. The hon. Member had 
fallen into the mistake of regarding the 
whole question of taxation as one between 
Trishmen aud Englishmen, whereas it was 
one between the rich and the poor man, 
It was not a geographical question, but 
rather one between the occupant of a 
mansion in Mayfair and an inhabitant of 
the slums of London. The last Returns 
of 1903-4 showed that whilst Irishmen 
paid in taxation into the Imperial 
Exchequer £2 4s., the Englishman paid 
£3 12s. Hon. Members ought frankly to 
face the situation. That proportion had 
been going on year after year, and yet 
they were told there was an unfair treat- 

ment of Ireland by England. Taxes to 
the amount of £4,000,000 or £5,000,000 a 
year were raised in England and Scotland 
on articles from which Ireland was ex- 
empt. lor instance, there was house 
duty. A man living in Dublin came 
over tc Liverpool and had to pay a tax 
which, he had never paid before. Then 
there was the railway passenger duty, 
which with other duties falling on Scot- 
land and England, and not on Ireland, 
amounted to £4,006,000 or £5,000,000 8 
year. 


Mr, CLANCY pointed out that Ire- 


, land’s proportion of, the £4,000,000 or 
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£5,000,000 was so small that it would | Let them regard it for a moment from 


not pay for costs of collection. 


Mr. ELLIOT agreed with that view, 
but repeated that Ireland escaped duties 
which had to be paid by England and 
Scotland. 


Mr. CLANCY: Yes, we are saved 
from paying taxes on armorial bearings. 
There are none. 


Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.) asked 
who paid the railway passenger duty 
in England, 


Mr. ELLIOT agreed that the duty 
was paid by the railway companies, but 
the money was extracted from the 
pockets of English taxpayers and not 
from Jrish pockets. Jn all those ex- 
empted taxes amounted to £4,000,000 
or £5,000,000, and he put that forward 
as a point to be considered. The hon. 
Member had astounded him when he 
talked about the waste of the revenue, 
and the injustice in Ireland being calied 
upon to contribute to the Imperial Navy. 


Mr. CLANCY: I might have said 
that, but I did not say it. 


Mr. ELLIOT said the hon. Member 
could not deny that the Irish taxpayers 
were interested in the Imperial Navy 
inasmuch as they received the benefit of 
the services of that Navy. They doubt- 
less were perfectly loyal citizens of the 
United Kingdom, and as such enjoyed 
the benefits of the Navy and the Army. 
He therefore failed to see why they 
should pot contribute to the mainten- 
ance of the Imperial Forces. He could 
quite conceive that a proportional system 
fixing the amount of revenue might be a 
reasonable view if they were going to 
recur to the old system of making the 
United Kingdom a federation of States, 
but the very basis of the Treaty of Union 
looked forward to putting an end to a 
system of proportionate contribution as 
absolutely unsuited to a state of things 
where men were citizens of the same 
State and subject to the same Imperial 
Government and taxing authority. It 
seemed to him that as between man and 
man there was no case whatever for the 
contention of the hon. Gentleman. 


| the point'of view of the Linperial i xchequer. 
| Was it right that Ireland should con- 


tribute to the Imperial Exchequer for 
anything save Irish expenditure. Surely 
she ought. She ought to contribute to 
the Imperial expenditure just as much 
as England and Scotland had to contri- 
bute to it. If the Report of the Royal 
Commission was carried out and the sum 
of £2,250.000 or £2,500,000 a vear was 
paid from the Imperial Exchequer to 
Ireland the result would be that Ireland 
would contribute nothing to the Imperial 
Exchequer ; but, on the contrary, because 
at present she only contributed £2,200,000 
to the Imperial expenditure outside purely 
local Irish expenditure. It was of no 
use to come to an Imperial Assembly like 
this and suggest that we should subsidise 
Imperial expenditure in Ireland, because 
that was what it came to when it was 
suggested that the Imperial Exchequer 
should pay a contribution of £2,500,000 
to Ireland, which only contributed 
£2,200,000 to our Imperial expenditure. 
The most valuable part of the Report of 
the Royal Commission, which showed 
great industry and ability on the part of 
those who framed it, was the recom- 
mendations as to what should be done to 
remedy this state of things. If ever 
there was a reductio ad absurdum in this 
world it was those recommendations. 
One was to take off the taxation of 
Ireland and put it on to England and 
Scotland, the second was to alter the 
duties on the commodities as against 
the other two countries. If that were 
done, it would necessitate the revival 
of the old system of Custom-houses 
between Ireland, Scotland, and Eng- 
land, and surround Ireland with a 
great wall. Did anyone suppose it was 
possible, even if it was desirable, to go 
back to such a system ? 


Mr. OPMARA (Wilkenny, 8.) said the 
system of Custom-houses was only 


abolished in 1858. 


Mr. ELLIOT said his point was it 
was not possible to revive the system, 
the hon. Gentleman, at all events, would 
agree that it was highly undesirable. 


Mr. O’MARA said he certainly did 
not agree to anything of the sort. 
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Mr. ELLIOT said then the hon. | 
Member would find himself in a minority 
when they came to yote upon the 
matter. 


Mr. O’MARA said so long as he had 
sat in the House he always had been in 
a minority. 


Mr. ELLIOT said he had no desire to 
argue with the hon. Member. All he 
said was that, first of all, hon. Members 
opposite had to make out a case of 
gross injustice, and that, in h’s opinion, 
they had failed to do. Coming to the 
special remedies, he tlought 1t would 
Le quite impossible to revive the system 
of Custom-houses between Ireland and 
England; the more communication | 
there was between the two countries, 
the better for both. When this question 
was looked into, item by item, they 
found that Ireland gained considerably 
by her finarcial relations with Great 
Britain. Ifthey looked up the Returns 
they would find that the postal and 
telegraphic system in Ireland was run at 
a loss, which meant that the penny post- 
age and the sixpenny telegraphic system 
was only rendered possible in Ireland by 
her interests being bourd up with those 
of a richer country than herself. What 
was one of the most valuable gifts 
which the United Kingdom could make 
to other parts of the Empire which were 
poor, as Ireland was, unfortunately ? It 
was the advantage of her credit. And 
that Ireland had, and enjoyed the 
full benefit of, quite as much as, if 
not more than, any other part of 
the United Kingdom. The great sys- 
tem of loans to the peasantry was 
only made possible by the credit of 
Great Britain, and the fact that there 
was only one system of taxation. Ire- 
land might have been unjustly treated 
in the past, but he did not think her 
grievances were due to any closeness or 
niggardliness on the part of Great Britain. 
He denied that the United Kingdom had 
ever shown, in her relations with Ireland 
or Scotland, or her Colonies, anything 
like stinginess. The principles adopted 
in Treland were the only principles that 
could be adopted between man and man, 
and it was because he believed that those 
were the only principles that could be 
adopted towards Ireland that he said 
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that when they abrogated those principles 
and dealt instead with the principle of 
the financial entity of Great Britain and 


| the financial entity of Ireland that they 


left the straight and solid path which led 
to good. results. The system suggested 
by the hon. Gentleman opposite might 
be, and probably was, the best that 
might be adopted in the case of feder- 
ated States, but it was quite unsuitable 
in the case of Ire'and and this country, 
While we remained one people and re- 
mained subject to one Imperial taxing 
authority, and wished to have justice 
done between man and man, and to base 
finance on sound financial lines, we 
must look at the true facts, and must 
sce that Irelend, Scotland, and England, 
the rich countries and the poor, all got 
Those were the lines, and the 
sole lines, upon which we could make any 
bargain. 


*Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) said the hon, 
Gentleman who had just sat down had 
given the House the usual stereotyped 
argument which ignored all facts and 
figures. He had heard that kind of 
argument over and over again, Accord- 
ing to the hon. Membir they had to 
ignore everything, the findings of the 
Royal Commission, the history of the 
case, and all the facis of recent 
history. It seemed almost hopeless to 
address any argument to an otherwise 
alert mind like that of the hon. Gentle- 
man when he ignored and_ befogged 
everything that had been done. Did 
the hon. Member or any hon. Member 
opposite mesn to revive the exploded 
fallacy which was published in the 
Unionist Press when the findings of the 
Royal Commission were published; 
namely, that it was the extravagant ex- 
penditure whch was the justification for 
the existing tixation. [Tt that were so, 
if the argument in favour of quoting a 
figure as a contribution was a_ just 
one, all thatthey would have to do 
would be to double the number ol 
Judges in Ireland, to increase the 
numbers of the Constabulary, to make 
extravagant increases in salaries and so 
forth all over the place, and the question 
was solved. But the hon. Member 
opposite was not alone in that line of 
argument, because in the debate of last 
year the Chanceilor of the Hxchequer 
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bombarded the House with a set of new 
fizures, drawn from nobody knew where, 
based upon an absolutely fallacio.s 
argument, and from that day to this the 
righ: hon, Gentleman had done nothing 
whatever to substantiate the fizures he 
then put forward. The last Treasury 
Return was one which the Irish people 
could not accept, and in regard to which 
the House ought to be sceptical, inasmuch 
a3 there were no means of testing it. 


A large portion of the Irish case must 
depend on the Report of the Royal Com- 
mission, Which hon. Members opposite 
desired to discredit because it was 
appointed in connection with the question 
of Ireland’s contribution in a possible 
scheme of Home Rule. But the fact that 
the Commissioa was appointed ad hoc in 
reference not to a political issue, but to 
the financial side of that issue, did not 
invalidate its testimony or discredit its 
findings, or, above all, displace the in- 
valuable evidence given by Treasury 
officials themselves. The figures upon 
which eleven out of the thirteen Com- 
missioners based their findings were 
supplied by men of the type of Sir Edward 
Hanulton and Sir Robert Giifen, and they 
had never been disproved. The Govern- 
ment did not accept the findings of 
that Commission, but promised to appoint 
another body to inquire how the ex- 
penditure on Irish local services con‘ rasted 
with similar expenditure in England and 
Scotland, and to what exemptions and 
abatements Ireland might be entitled. 
Surely that was a recognition of the 
doctrine of a fiscal entity. 


The figures given by the Treasury 
last July simply brought the sad 
story up te date, showing a_ steady 
and constant increase in the amount 
drawn from Ireland, but revealing 
the alarming anomaly that the more 
Ireland contributed in tax revenue the 
smaller was her percentage of the total 
contribution. That, however, was largely 
due to the enormous and increasing ex- 
penditure of Great Britain to which the 
Irish people had never given their assent. 
It was unnecessary to discuss whether or 
not the South African War was justifiable, 
he thought it was most unjustifiable ; 
the fact remained that it cost between 
£200,000,000 andj £300,000,000, of which 
Ireland had had to bear her share. In 
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1893-94 the amount of tix revenue 
drawn from Great Britain was £75,796,000, 
and from Ireland £7,568,000, or 9°08 per 
cent. as compared with Great Britain; 
six years later the amounts were 
£117,385,000 and £8,664,000  respec- 
tively, or a percentage of 7°38 from 
Treland; in 1902-3, Great Britain’s con- 
tribution was £145,400,000, and Ireland’s 
£10,205,000, or 6°98 per cent., while 
according to the last published Returns, 
the amount drawn from Great Britain 
was £137,184,000 and from Ireland 
£9,748,000, a percentage of 7°35. Whence, 
then, did the hon. Member for Durham 
get his 2°3 per cent ? 


Mr. ELLIOT siid the 2°3 would be 


found on page 19 of Return No. 225. 


*Mr. FLYNN replied that the Irish 
people could not accept the figures of that 
Retura atall, as they were based on a 
fallacious doctrine long siace exploded. 
The Commission reported that Ireland 
was over taxed to the extent of 
£2,500,000 per annum, and until the 
Treasury appointed another Commission 
of financial experts and upset the figures 
upon which that finding was based, the 
House was bourd to acceptit. According 
to the figures he had just given, Irish 
taxition in ten years had increased 
by £2,500,00), though the perceatage 
of her contribution had fallen by 1°73. 
According to the income-tax returns 
for the last financial year, the amount 
charged in England was £29,554,000, and 
in Scotland £3,101,000, a total of 
£32,655,000, while Ireland was charged 
£1,207,536, representing only 3:7 per 
cent. Therefore on the most favourable 
basis of taxation, the utmost that 
Ireland ought to be called upon to pay 
was 3°7 per cent. of the revenus. Und>r 
Schedule D, which more accurately 
reflected the resources of the people thin 
the statement as a whole, England was 
charged £16,828,000, Scotland £2,078,000, 
and Ireland only £497,000, or 2°63 per 
cent. of the whole. If 2°63, which 
approximately represented  Ireland’s 
ability as compared with Great britain, 
were contrasted with the 7°35 which was 
extracted from her, the case for over- 
taxation was disclosed in overwhelming 
strength and clearness. He hoped the 
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Chancellor of the Exchequer in his 
reply, instead of repeating old and 
exploded fallacies, would give the House 
something more enlghtning and _in- 
forming than he did last vear. _Ireland’s 
case was unanswerable, and some serious 
attempt ought to be made to redress her 
grievance. He defied hon. Members to 
name any other country of equal fertility 
which was lcsing its population by tens 
of thousands, whose fields were going out 
of cultivation, and whose peasantry were 
flying as from a plague-stricken land. 
Such a state of things was surely ab- 
normal and alarming; to the Irish people 
it was sickening and heartbreaking. Over- 
taxation was one of the causes of the 
depopulation and impoverishment of 
Ireland, and steps ought at once to be 


taken to remedy the financial grievance | 


under which that country laboured. 


Sir JOHN GORST (Cambridge 
University) said it was no use talking 
about Irish contributions. They had got 
a United Kingdom, and under that 
government it was possible to have a 
system of taxation which would be 
perfectly fair to the Irish people. He 
was ready to grant that the existing 
system of taxation was not fair to the 
Trish people, but its unfairness was not 
because they were Irish, but because 
they were poor, and the same system was 
equally unfair to poor Scotchmen and 
’ Englishmen. [A Natronauist MEMBER: 
There is nothing in that.) There 
was something in it, because it enabled 
a national grievance to be made out of 
what was really only a class grievance. 
Ireland was the poorest part of the 
United Kingdom, and when they summed 
up the taxation they found that it was 
an unreasonable amount. The illustra- 
tion given by the hon. Member who 
moved this Amendment, of a poor man 
in Connaught who smoked his pipe 
contributing more than his fair share as 
compared with the rich man in Pall 
Mall who smoked his cigar, was quite 
true, but it was equally true of poor 
Englishmen and Scotchmen, As long as 
they remained a United Kingdom, the 
only way in which justice could be 
done was by so regulating the taxation 
of the whole of the Unitcd Kingdom, 
that the rich classes should pay their 
fair proportion and the poor should not 
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of the indirect taxes which were imposed 


upon commodities were imposed in a 
way which was very unfair to the poor, 
and therefore it was unfair to Ireland, 
and that, he understcod, was the argu- 
ment of the hon. Member for Durham. 


What they required was that indirect 
taxation should be fairly distributed 
throughout the United Kingdom. There 
was an idea that whisky was taxed more 
than beer, and if that could be proved he 
should be willing to see that injustice 
redressed. He thought all hon. Members 
agreed that at the present momentindirect 
taxation formed too great a proportion 
of the revenue raised in the United 
Kingdom. ‘Twenty years ago, before 
all these wars and high expenditure upon 
the Army and Navy, no man could justly 
be said to be oppressed by indirect taxa- 
tion, because then no working man paid 
indirect taxation unless he drank, or 
smoked, or indulged in that pernicious 
fluid tea. If he abstained from all those 
luxuries then he paid nothing at all, and 
he did not pay much uow except in 
regard to sugar. What ‘the Irish repre- 
sentatives ought to demand was a reduc- 
tion of indirect taxation and further 
relief on those articles which were the 
subject of food and consumption by the 
Irish people and the poor Scotch and 


‘English people. That could only be done 


by a great reduction in the general ex- 
penditure of the country, and after the 
speech of the Prime Minister he thought 
they would all be looking forward with 
some hope towards a very great reduc- 
tion in their military expenditure. Then 
they would be able to take the tax off 
sugar, reduce the tax on tea, and possibly 
on whisky, and thus the poor Irishman, 
as a member of the United Kingdom, 
would obtain an alleviation of the injustice 
from which he was now suffering, without 
any disturbance of the present Constitu- 
tion under which England, Scotland, and 
Ireland were bound together. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) said 
that what the Irish Members complained 
of was that Ireland had been overtaxed 
since the Union. It was not only a ques- 
tion of the immediate present, buttheyhad 
also to consider the immense restitution 


_which was due to them from the past. 
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At the time of the Union Ireland was per- 
haps the most lightly-taxed country in 
Europe,as she was not concernedin foreign 
wars. Under the terms of the Union it 
was definitely stipulated that she should 
be always recognised as a separate taxable 
entity, to be taxed only in ratio to her 
resources, With certain exemptions to be 
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allowed. This f.ct had been proved by 
the Financial Relations Commission | 
inquiry, and was also further sub- 


stantiated by the pamphlets and proceed- 
ings of the All Ireland Financial Ref srm 
Lecgie. Therefore he would not trouble 


the House with details, as the contract | 


terms could not be denied. 
Act of Union it was distinctly laid down 
that the Irish and British Exchequers 
were to be kept separate until such time 
as a certain ratio was reached, whea the 
Exchequers might be amalgimated and 
another syste would more convenieatly 
allow the over taxation of Ireland to any 


Under the | 


exte.1t desired by the English Chancellors. | 


This increase in what was called the 
National Debt of Ireland was easily 
managed by the expert financiers of the 
British Treasury, so that after the expen- 
sive Napoleonic wars it was accomplished. 


In order to explain the motives and 
manipulations which led up to the 
amalgamation of the Irish and British 
Exchequers, it was necessary to quote 
the official figures of the intervening 
years that elapsed between the Union and 
amalgamation. On January 5th, 1801, the 
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National Debt now amounting to 


£800,000,000. The Irish people were 
not consulted, and they derived no advan- 
tage from foreiga wars to which they 
were generally opposed, and they did not 
receive any benefit from naval or military 
expenditure. All that money was spent 
outside Ireland, where they had not 


/even a receiving depot, and all that 


now was mainly utilised to protect the 
mercantile marine, waich reduced th> 
price and demand for Irish produce, and 
yet they had to pay more than their 
share to maintain the Navy and Army. 
Meantime the colonists, who supplied our 
markets and took our manufactured 
goods, contributed scarcely any appreci- 
able amount for their defence. Why not 
ask them to pay their fair share towards 
‘he ever-increasing cost of the Army and 
Navy, and relieve Ireland to the extent 
of their contribution? He submitted 
this practical suggestion to the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer. The Colonies had 
prospered because they controlled their 
own finances. India, and Ireland had 


been plundered and pauperised be- 
cause the power of the purse re- 
mained in the British Parliament. 


Just as in India, the systematic and 
continuous policy of over-taxing the 
Irish people and sending the money out- 


|side the country obviously created an 
| insurmountable obstacle to progress and 
| prosperity. 


British debt was £450,504,984, and the | 
aniual charge £17,718,134; the Irish | ™° i } 
' their men were leaving the land of their 


debt was £28,545,134, and the annual 


charge £1,244,463, On January 5th, 1817, | 
afier amalgamation, the British debt was | 


£734,527,104, and the 
£28, 238,416 ; 
£112,704,514, and the annual charge 
£4,094,514. This showed whilst the 
Imperial Government did not double the 
British debt they quadrupled the Irish 
debt. By this manipulating amalg.ma- 
tion the [rish debt which in 1801—even 
alter adding the cost of conveying 
the Union —- had been as to the 
British one to sixteen ani a-half, was 
forced up to bear to the British debt 
the ratio of one to seven and a-half. 
It was difficult to understand upon what 
grounds the Irish people were compelled 


annual charge | 
the Irish debt was then | 


Men and money were the twin wheels 
upon which progression proceeded. Irish 
money was absorbed by investments, and 


birth where God intended they should re- 
side, if permitted by equitable laws and 
paternal administration. About the period 
of the Union the population of Ireland to 


| that of Great Britain was as two was to 





five. Nowit was not much over one- 
ninth. England was jealous of the 


prosperity of Ireland under a native 
Parliament even though it was com- 
posed of Protestants. But when 
the amalgamation of the Exchequers 
was proposed and _ passed, certain 
safeguards were inserted, and officials 
to look after Irish interests were to 
be appointed. He would quote from 
Statutes at Large, 56 George III., 1816, 


to share in the liability for this enormous | Vol. 56, an Act which was yassed on July 
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sions— 
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“‘Consolidated Funds of Great Britain and 
Ireland shall become one Consolidated Fund ; 
offices of Treasurer of Great Britain and Ireland 
shall be united, and may be executed by Com- 
missioners ; Vice-Treasurer for [reland to have 
salary of £2,000—with power to appoint 
deputy ; money shall be issued out of the 
Treasury of Ireland on the warrant of the Lord- 
Lieutenant, signed by the Vice-Treasurer and 
Auditor-General of His Majesty’s Exchequer 
of Ireland ; quarterly accounts of Consolidated 
Fund in Great Britain and Ireland shall be 
transmitted from each country to the other 
and deposited in the several Exchequers ; two 
additional Commissioners of the ‘Treasury to be 
appointed for Irish business; annual account 
to be laid before Parliament by the Vice 
Treasurer ; books and records of Irish Treasury 
to remain with Vice-'Treasurer.” 

Would the right bon. Gentleman the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer or the Chief 
Secretary enlighten the House as to 
what had been done regarding those 
provisions. One never heard of any- 
thing but the British Treasury. 
Two short amending Acts were passed in 
1817, but none of the main provisions 
were changed, and, so far as he could 
learn, the exemptions made under the 
Act of Union had been disallowed, and 
the regulations and safeguards provided 
by the Act of 1816 had been disregarded. 
Ireland had been involved in_ the 
payment of tremendous Imperial tax- 
ations far in excess of the proportions 
laid down by Pitt and Castlereagh, who 
- foretold increased trade and prosperity, 
but Ireland had not participated in her 
share of the Imperial expenditure. 


Of course they would be told about 
grants. Let an international account be 
prepared showing over-taxation and 
grants. The Union ratio was entirely 
ignored by Mr. Gladstone in his 1853 
Budget. Although there was a surplus he 
levied income-tax in Ireland, nominally for 
a short period, to repay an amount lent to 
meet famine exigencies. He did this in 
opposition to the opinion of Sir Robert 
Peel and other eminent English Chan- 
cellors, who maintained that Ireland was 
too poor to pay income-tax. Although 
the amount lent had been repaid many 
times over, restitution had not been given 
by an equivalent reduction. On the 
contrary, the taxation was sti'l rising. 
He was not arguing for the remission of 
income-tax in Ireland, but he did advo- 
cate the necessity of introducing a fair 


Mr. Field. 
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system of graduated assessments—and 
also the need of reform in the existing 
mode of valuations, assessment, and 
collection in Ireland, where the income- 
tax payers, especially business and pro- 
fessional men, were often exorbitantly 
assessed, and consequently harassed, 
whilst the owner of land values, who did 
nothing, practically cs‘aped taxation. 
Mr. Gladstone enormously increased the 
burden of taxation in Ireland before the 
country had recovered from the evil 
effects of the terrible famine, and just 
at the time that what was falsely called 
free trade, but which in reality was a 
system of free imports, was coming into 
operation and telling against Ireland, 
This system not alone reduced the value 
of Irish agricultural produce generally, 
but it gradually helped to deteriorate the 
climate and make it more humid, so that 
the yield of crops or live stock was not 
so good as formerly. Some hon. Mem- 
bers might not quite appreciate the con- 
nection between wet seasons and free 
imports. But it was recognised by 
meteorologists that if a country was not 
properly drained, was nezrly all under 
grass, especially without a due clothing 
of wood, such a grassy area induced 
atmospheric moisture, and often rain, 
and it must be acknowledged that asa rule 
a cultivated country enjoyed a drier 
climate. However, let them get away 
from atmospheric influence, and come to 
the figures. 


‘ 
33% 


He would briefly put the case from the 
beginning. The King’s revenue, or what 
was now termed Imperial taxation, was in 
the fourteenth century £11,000 per 
annum. This snowball had in the roll of 
ages increased to an avalanche of nearly 
£11,000,000. He would briefly trace its 
growth. In the seventeenth century, 
mainly by subsidies, £300,000 ; eighteenth 
century, mainly by subsidies, £650,000 ; 
1801, beginning of nineteenth century, 
Union, £1,244,000 ; 1817, amalgamation, 
Exchequer, £4,004,514; 1829, amal- 
gamation Exchequer, £4,460,000. In the 
Victorian era the figures were—1837, taxa- 
tion, £5,175,000; population, 8,024,000; 
per head, 12s. 1lld.; 1901, taxation, 
£9,505,000; population, 4,456,546; per 
head, 43s. In the present King’s reign 
the figures were—1905, taxation, 
£10,299,00); population, 4,420,000 ; per 
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head, 44s. Since 1837 the population 


tion had been reduced by nearly one- 
half, whilst the taxation per head had 
been almost quadrupled. Sometimes it 
was alleged by sophistical surface 
observers that Ireland was over-popu- 
lated. Let him compare the density of 
population per square mile in European 
countries. England, 595; Scotland, 135; 
Ireland, 132 (Scotland did not contain 
anything like the area of arable land 
that Ireland did) ; France, 320; Germany, 
933; Italy, 260; Switzerland, a moun- 
tainous land, 190 ; Holland, 350; Belgium, 
53), more than four times the popula- 
ton per Square mile, and in addition Ire- 
land had been depopulated to make room 
for cattle. Yet Belgium carried three 
times a3 many beasts per acre as Ireland, 
although Ireland had a richer soil. The 
difference was in the home government. 


In Ireland emigration continued, and 
the result was that the marriage and 
birth rate had decreased far below those 
of any other civilised country. The death 
rate was increasing, and the proportion of 
the children and aged to population had 
increased to such an extent that even if 
emigration were stayed the future of 
the Irish race was threatened. The 
ratio of infirm and insane was far greater 
than that in any other country in the 
world. The land was going out of 
tillage, and the number of persons in 
receipt of pauper relief was growing 
greater, although the population was 
diminished. So that the increasing 
burden of taxation had to be borne by 
a smaller number of producers, who were 
also weighted with heavy local rates, which 
amounted to over £4,000,000 sterling per 
annum. Hesubmitted that produce was 
the measure of national wealth, and 
further, that the wealth of a nation 
consisted in its natural products, the 
skill and number of its inhabitants, and 
the possession of transit facilities. 
Great Britain, as they were told by 
geologists, owing to the displacements of 


the glacial period, had more iron and | 


coal and consequently manufactures than 
Ireland. England had more skill, as 


technical education was unknown in) 


Ireland until recently. The population 
of England had treb'ed; of Ireland 
it had been reduced almost one-half, 
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d | England had ten times more shipping than 
that was the productive factor of taxa- 


all the rest of the world, and compsti- 


| tive railways ; in Ireland they had neither, 


yet from the poverty-stricken population 
of Ireland upon whom indirect taxation 
fell most heavily the English Government 
extorted 72 per cent. of indirect taxation, 
whilst in Great Britain it averaged only 
about 27 per cent. 

Measured by income-tax returns Great 
Britain, especially England, was rich 
beyond all proportion as compared with 
Ireland. As the payment of income-tax 
was dependent on valuation, let him point 
out here that in England and Scotland 
there was a local authority assessment 
committee co-operating with the Govern- 
ment official. In [reland there was a 
Valuation Commissioner appointed by the 
Crown, altogether beyond the influence 
of the taxpayer. If Ireland was to be re- 
valued under this authority probably 
£1,000,000 a year would be added to the 
overtaxation of Ireland. Although 
identity of taxation had now proved to 
be unjust in application, yet identity of 
method should be followed under what was 
called Union constitutiona! Government. 
It was admitted that Great Britain drew 
a yearly profit of over £2,000,000 per 
annum from Ireland. Yet, notwith- 
standing the verdict of the Financial 
Resolutions Commission that they were 
over-taxed by nearly £3,000,000 sterling 
per annum, still the over-taxation tribute 
was even more rigorously exacted, 
and when the complaint was annually 
brought on for discussion they received 
only flippant replies and taunts about 
grants—which were mainly taken from 
Irish money. Why, everything in 
Ireland was starved and stunted from the 
want of a paternal yet economic Govern- 
ment. Money was wasted on soldiers 
who got their supplies outside Ireland. It 
was the same with officials, Constabulary, 
policemen, coercion proceeding from law 
officers, and secret service. This House 
would grant many thousands of pounds 
for a denominational University for the 
Soudanese and refuse a necessary grant 
for the establishment of a University for 
those who constituted the majority of 
the Irish people. At the same time 
arterial drainage and fisheries, re- 
afforesting, and cheap transit, harbours, 
canals—all the factors of intellectual and 
commercial prosperity—were neglected 
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cutside the work done by the Congested | foreign trade was insignificant, whilst 


Districts Board or Department of Agri- | her 


culture and Technical Instruction. 


Let it be granted that Ireland was natu- 
rally wealthy in agricultural resources, and 
under fair economic conditions her people 
would live in plenty and have ample 
provision during ordinary seasons against 
any probable diminution of her produc- 
tive output in unfavourable years. But 
she was governed and controlled by a 


‘to Imperial 


contribution 
together with 


enforced enormous 


taxation 


remittances to absentee landlords were 
| stupendous in relation to her commerce 


Power that financially and industrially | 


absorbed her earnings in an insidious 
fashion by the financial drainage of 
overtaxation. It had been said that 
Ireland was drained of everything except 
water by England. A simple analogy 
would explain the situation. 
farm of land which was naturally very 
fertile, if its produce was continually 
exported and consumed abroad, with 
nothing returning to its soil, in due 
course of time that farm must become im- 
poverished, Now, the Irish people, as a 
whole, were almost in the position of such 
a holding—Ireland had been designated 
the drain-farm of England. No country 
could sustain such a steady drain of 
wealth without becoming impoverished. 
That was their position. He recognised 
that high taxation might even in some 
cases be beneficial, provided it was so levied 
that it drew contributions from those 
who would not otherwise assist in sus- 
taining public welfare andexpense. The 
death duties afforded a notable example. 
But a further special proviso should be 
maintained that the taxes must be spent 
within the country from which they were 
raised and not lavishly expended in pay- 
ing extravagant salaries to unnecessary 
officials,or in maintaining unconstitutional 
rule. Under those conditions taxation 
expended in the country in which it was 
levied again returned to the working, 
distributing, professional, and official 
classes. lLut taxes exported from the 
country in which they were collectcd 
must be reckoned as an absolute financial 
loss to the community which paid the 
taxes so abstracted. It was recognised 
by eminent economists that the obliga- 
tion to make heavy payments abroad 
had the effect of placing a country at a 
disadvantage throughout its foreign trade. 
The precent commercial depression of 
Ireland confirmed that theory. Her 
Mr, Field. 


Suppose a | 


and capacity. He would remind the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer and the Chief 
Se retary that in modern days oppression 
was mostly financial, and, if it were true 
that the inveterate enmitics which eim- 
bittered the Irish question were moderat- 
ing, let the Government and this House 
prove it by adopting measures for the re- 
vision of valuation methods, the restitu- 
tion of past’ overtaxition and the re- 
adjustment of future levies from Ireland, 
Lord Brougham, an Eng'ish Lord Chan- 
cellor, declared that the tiue test of good 
government was the least cost in money 
and subjection. Ireland cost more to 
govern than any country of an almost 
similar size and population in the world. 
It was subject to a perpetual coercion, 
and the people were deprived of the 
use of arms which belonged to every 
free people. If England was unable 
to govern Ireland economically con- 
stitutionally let her grant Home Rule, 
and an Irish Parliament would govem 
@ prosperous and progressive people. 


Mr. PARKER SMITH (Lanarkshire, 
Partick) thought a very real and grievous 
burden as affecting Ireland had been 
brought forward, and he asserted that 
the just treatment of that country 
must depend upon fiscal principles. He 
was sure that the hon. Member for 
Durham would agree that the present 
system of indirect taxation on the 
necessities of life threw too heavy a 
burden upon the poorer classes and left 
the more prosperous classes without their 
fair share. Then it was assumed that 
a system of taxation which was good for 
one community was good for anotucr, and 
it was assumed that the present system 
of taxation which was adepted as being 
good for this country—a rich, prosperous 
and industrial community—was neces 
sarily good for a community where the 
circumstances were entirely different. 
That did not at all follow. It might 
very well be argued that the present 
system of taxation was so much to the 
advantage of our manufactories and 
industries in England that any harm 
jit did to the agricultural and _ pooret 








Corrcar 


st 
ld. 
mn, 
he 
Ty 
ble 


le, 
mn 





337 Finance 115 May 1905} Bill. 338 


classes Was quite overborne by the | developed its own industries, and by 
advantage it conferred by developing the | following the same path as had 
general and larger interests of the} been taken by our Colonies it would have 
community. It did not follow, how- | developed them to its own advantage. 

ever, that such would be the case in a) , 
country which depended almost entirely | The present policy of the Treasury of 
upon agriculture. In this respect Ireland | T8128 Chormous sums by heavy taxation 
had suffered and was now suffering from of the masses was one which threw upon 
oar commercial policy. We had chosen a. those classes a burden far heavier than 
commercial policy which was good for| ‘38 borne by a protectionist countiy 
this country, and Ireland had to take its | like Ger many which stood in amazement 
chances of success. That policy was | ## our bearing taxation on articles of 
initiated in the seventeenth century; it | U™Vers ul consumption. The question 
was carried through the eighteenth cen- | had been raised as to how this hardship 


ve y )} > i iu 
tury, when we prevented the growth of | was to be removed, and whether it could 


; ot tie me ! ati 

industry in Ireland for the benefit of this. be remov ed by ewer | be taxation 
country; and in the nineteenth century, | UP" those articles whieh formed the 
whatever was the effect of free-trade | iBtegral parts of food consumed by the 
esas i Ciesla it certainly was | POOF of Ireland and reducing them to the 
damaging to Ireland. Along with that level 1 ee renga i 
came the passionate desire for symmetry sclemapigs Ie TT os be ee h ae 
which marked the Ministers of the last | SU82" 2nd spirits was too high, but } 
century. There was no attempt to get that taxation were to be reduced to one- 
too large a share from Ireland, but there half or one-third the gcievance of Ireland 
was the question of the very greatly would be very largely removed. The 
increased burden resting upon England | ee ine —- Boas syoh — 
which marked the years following the| © Made. it had been suggested that it 
famine—when Ireland was unfit and | “Ud be done by a general reduction of 


incapsble of having fresh burdens put | the expenditure of the nation, but he felt 


upon her. It was this attempt at sim- | -_ - all ge 86 a eng . oe 
plicity which was Procrustean—which | bina en tame enti a he ten ace 
made taxes the same in all countries) “** at ee Rader 
Geek couiiiedion.of ths. theme | expenditure. It would be rather by recon- 


| 


stances of the people, which made the | — pr heesee ae pea 
consequences so severely felt in Ireland. | °” ascertaining w! - bert com —_ -" 
| put on a wider basis; whether we could 
; : | not raise large sums by indirect taxation 
The suffering of Ireland during the last | on articles e hich were luxuries of the 
century in the matter of its commercial rich and which were consumed by those 
prosperity was the real foundation of the | classes who could better afford to pay 
whole movement in favour of Home | the taxation than could the mass of con- 
Rule, In Scotland the Union when) simers. It was to that solution that he 
carried through was every bit as unpopu- | Jooked for a possible diminution of the 
laras ever it was in Ireland. It might | Trish grievance 
have led to relations between the two) | : 
countries as difficult as thos? existing | 
between England and Ireland, but for-/ Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 8.) 
tunately the Scottish people discovered | said he was not prepared to address the 
the commercial advantages which the | House, but he felt that he would not beact- 
Union gave them. It was discovered | ing justly to his constituents if he omitted 
that the Union opened to them a vista of | to raise his voice against the overtaxation 
prosperity in the commer-e with the West | of Ireland. He represented a constituency 
Indies and other places, and that took | which included the poorest people in a 
away the whole root of bitterness and led | poverty-stricken country. Before entering 
to the happier state of feeling which had | upon the subject ae wished to direct atten- 
ever since prevailed. The policy chosen | tion to the fact that durmg the discussion 
for England was not that which Ireland | no Ulster Unionist Members had been 
would have chosen for itself. Had that | present. There was an allegation that 
country been left free it would have | Ireland was being mercilessly robbed in 


N 2 
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the matter of taxation, but even the | 
Act of Union had failed to ensure the | 
attendance of the Ulster Unionists. If 
it had only been the case of Constable 
Anderson, the level-crossing at Portadown, 
the medical officership of Ballinasloe, or 
if they could have had a hit at Sir 
Antony MacDonnell, they would have 
been in their places. Those were matters 
which would have appealed to them, but 
when it came to matters affecting the 
very life of the poor and the comfort of 
all who lived in Ireland, the Ulster 
loyalists were not present. He had 
watched these financial relations very 
carefully, and he recollected perfectly 
well the sensation produced in June, 1896, 
by the publication of the Report of the 
Royal Commission, and how these 
Gentlemen acted then. They were all to 
be united to get justice for Ireland. 
They used almost to tumble over one 
another to find a place in the debate, and 
he recollected how all the Resolutions were 
framed in order that no violence should 
be done to the opinions of Ulster 
Unionism, Those Gentlemen, who did 
not really care anything about the 
financial relations of Ireland, had by the 
agitation managed very well to secure 
benefits in their own finarcial relations. 
They had secured by that agitation, by 
the Act of 1898, £350,000 of the rates 
being taken off the shoulders of the , 
landlords. Mr, Rentoul was now a 
Judge, Mr. Dane was made a Judge, 
and Mr. Horace Plunkett had had 
justice done to him to the extent of 
£2,000 a year, and they now had in 
the empty benches opposite the proof 
of the interest taken in this matter by 
the Ulster Unionists. He hoped all this 
would be seen in Ireland, and that it 
would teach hera lesson that if they had 
to agitate a question that agitation should 
be carried through by those who were 
prepared to agitate it through thick and 
thin, and that they should have no deal- 
ings with any hon. Gentlemen opposite. 


He agreed in the main with everything 
which the hon. Member who had pre- 
ceded him had said. The hon. Gentle- 
man’s impression of the historic aspect 
of the question was true and correct. 
The only person who ought to be satisfied 
with this debate and with the complaints 
and the statements of Nationalist Mem- 


Mr. Suift MacNeill. 
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‘union. 
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bers, which could not be impugned, as to 
the financial ruin that had been brought 
about in Ireland by the Union, was the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer of the Em- 
pire. From that right hon, Gentleman’s 
point of view the disclosures they had 
had were a tremendous success. From 
the British point of view they were a 
great success, though the whole question 
of the financial relations from the Irish 
point of view might be summed up in the 
one sentence that they were a vile, 
cowardly, gigantic, financial swindle. The 
question they were now discussing was a 
very large one indeed. These things 
began in the time of Charles IT., when the 
cattle trade wasruined, and continued all 
through the eighteenth century, when 
every industry that Ireland possessed 
was destroyed. The woollen trade was 
destroyed, with the result that it went to 
America, and when the Irish Parliament 
succeeded in getting freedom of trade, 
which it had for eighteen years, because 
they began to get prosperous the British 
Government determined to destroy that. 
A great deal had been heard recently of 
the wonderful revelations in the Mac- 
Donnell-Wyndham correspondence. He 
thought there were quite as wonderful 
revelations in the Castlereagh-Cook 
correspondence. The Irish Members who 
carried the Act of Union, with the 
exception of seven, carried it through 
metallic bribes given to them by Mr. 
Cook. 


As regards the financial relations, 
the House must recollect the Union as it 
was carried in 1800 was not a financial 
Ireland had her own Chancellor 
of the Exchequer at that time; she had 
her own Chancellor of the Exchequer 
until 1816, the reason being that the 


lish Parliament in accepting the Unioa 


could not and would not saddle their 
country with English debt. At the 
time of the Union the English debt was 
£446,000,000 and the Irish debt was 
£28,000,000, and no one except a fool 
would enter into a relationship with 4 
partner who cwed so much when he, 
comparatively, owed so little. But even 
in 1800 everything was predicted which 
had since occurred. Sheridan said that 
the carrying of the Union would cause 
the emigration of every person of wit and 
wisdom, of worth, intellect, and ability, 
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and that it would mean theimposition upon 
Ireland of British taxes without British 
prosperity and trade; a conclusion al- 
most arrived at. Mr. Gladstone’s name 
had been much referred to in the debate, 
aid they all knew that Mr. Gladstone 
clearly saw the evil condition of poverty 
to which Ireland hal been reduced by 
England’s commercial policy. Before 


the Report of the Royal Commission was | 


published, in March, 1888, Mr. Gladstone 
wrote an article on the commercial | 
relations of England and Ireland, and he | 
concluded that article by saying that 
Irishmen considered that they 


{15 May 1903} 


were | 


robbed, and that all that he could say for | 


himself was that when Dr. Johnson asked 
Irishmen not to pass the Act of Union, 
because if they did Ireland would be 
robbed by England, that advice was sub- 
stantially right and true. 
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most damning condemnation of the 
Union. He had not yes made up his 
mind whether he was a protectionist or a 
free-trader, but he was certainly a pro- 
tectionist in the s:nse that he would 
protect Ireland with al] his strength 
against the robbery of England. This 
was & weighty and momentous question. 
The appearance of the House while 
matters so vital to the Irish people were 
| being discussed was most disheartening. 
| It proved what a fraud the Union was. 
The Act was not administered for the 
benefit of the Irish people. For years 
everything in the Union favourable to 
England had been pressed to the ut- 
most, and everything which told 





in favour of Ireland had been ignored. 


The whole proceeding was so contemptible 


/and heartrending that there were very 


That had no | 


reference to what took place in the time | 
| duty to get rid of a system which had beea 
'a complete tissue of fraudulent transac- 
‘tions between a strong country and a 


of the Stuarts. 


He was surprised not to see the 
Caief Secretary in his place, as in 


his opinion the right hon. Gentleman | 
should be on a question like this affect- | 


ing the life of the people 
What did Englishmen really think of 
this matter? In 1896, to the satisfaction 
of a Royal Commission on which there 
was not a single Nationalist leader 
except that financial genius Mr. Sexton, 


but from that day to this not the 
slightest relief had been given. 
Member for Partick had spoken of ‘‘our” 
taxation. The taxation was by English 
Members, and the imposition of burdens 


in Ireland. 


few Irishmen but felt that if the oppor- 
tunity came it would be their bounden 


poor people who had been torced into an 
abominable and degrading bondage. 


Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham) siid it was 
very satisfactory to him as an English 
Member who sympathised in a general 


| way with the Irish view of this case to 


The hon. | 


in defiance of Irish votes would in itself | 


constitute an admirable cause of war. It 
was simple and utter plunder. 


four Irish Members voted against it, only | 
five or six, who were paid s>rvitors of | 
the Administration, voting in its favour. | 
Inan Irish Parliament a majority of one 
would have destroyed it. The Boer 
War, against which the Irish people all 
along protested, had added an extra 
£1,500,000 to their taxation. They had 
no power over their finance; the Irish 
Parliament was destroyed in order that 
that power might be taken from the 
Irish people. Viewed in that way, 
the existing financial relations were the 


When the | 
income-tax was first imposed seventy- | 


‘would merely point out that 





find how differently it was treated by 


it was proved that Ireland was over- | hon. Members opposite, and what a con- 


taxed to the extent of £3,750,009 a vear, | : 
: |The Member for Partick advocated a 


flict of opinion there was in regard to it. 


policy of protection for Ireland. With a 
good deal that he said about the history 
of the question he was in cordial agree- 
ment. He did not propose to follow him 
in his argument for protection, but 
when 
evenings were set apart for the discus- 
sion of the protectionist questionit would 
be just as well that he should be in his 
place to take part in the debate and 
' show how that question affected Ire- 
and. He was sincerely sorry to 
hear the tone of the hon. Member for 
Durham’s speech. The substance of 
his remarks was that individuals were 
taxed, and, if the same tax was levied on 
different individuals it must be fair; 
that Ireland, as a matter of fact, was 
not quite so heavily taxed as England, 
because in Ireland there were n> house 
duties, and no establishment licences 
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and other taxes, and,so far as could be 
judged from his argument, he really 
believed that Ireland ought to be more 
heavily taxed than it was at the present 
time. The Member for Cambridge 
University took a very different and a 
much wiser line. He said that whilst 
he agreed it was a question of 
the taxation of the individual, he 
believed the present taxation of 
Ireland was unfair, simply because 
the individuals in Ireland were poor, 
and because, relatively to them, the 
individuals in this country were rich. 
He argued that the system of taxation 
ought to be altered, so that more would 
fall upon the rich and less upon the 
poor. He (the speaker) admitted 
that if more taxation were levied 
upon the rich and less upon the poor, 
Ireland would inevitably benefit. But 
there was the geographical question which 
the right hon. Gentleman ignored. There 
was also the question of the enormous 
increase of taxation in Ireland between 
1850 and 1860, and there was further the 
other side of the account—the question 
of expenditure. That was really the 
question affecting Ireland as to which 
there ought to be a very serious reduc- 
tion. Relatively there was far more 
spent in Ireland on government than in 
England or Scotland. In regard to these 
matters different opinions were held by 
Gentlemen opposite, and if this question 
were more pressing it would prove another 
‘ bone of contention among the Unionist 
Party. He considered that was a favour- 
able omen for those who symypathised 
with the Irish view of the question. 


* Coming to his own view of the question, 
he was struck firstly by the enormous 
weight of financial authority behind the 
Report of the Commission of 1896. Ex- 
cluding altogether Irish opinion, whether 
Unionist or Nationalist, and even Mr. 
Hunter, the late Member for Aberdeen, 
a strong advocate of the principle of 
taxable capacity, there still remained 
recognised financial authorities such as 
the Jate Mr. Childers, the late Lord Farrer, 
Lord Welby, the late Mr. Bertram Currie, 
and Sir David Barbour, all of whom 
agreed that Ireland was overtaxed under 
the then existing conditions. 


- Mr. ELLIOT: Not Sir David Barbour, 
I think. 


Mr. Emmott. 


'{COMMONS} 
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Mr. EMMOTT: I think he agreed 


that Ireland was overtaxed, but he 
thought the expenditure was a set-off, 


344 


Mr. ELLIOT: He said that, looking 
at both sides of the revenue, Ireland was 
well off. 


Mr. EMMOTT said that was really 
the set-off argument, but for the 
moment he was dealing with the one 
side. The only authority who took the 
opposite view was Sir Thomas Suther- 
land, and he was a business man rather 
than a financial expert. According to 
every sign by which the prosperity of a 
nation could be judged, Ireland was 
either advancing much more slowly than 
England or, indeed, actually going back. 
The income-tax returns bore testimony 
to the slow progress of assessments in 
Ireland as compared with this country, 
while in the matter of population there 
was admittedly an enormous decrease. 


Mr. ELLIOT said he had never sug- 
gested that the progress in Ireland was 
equal to the progress in England. 


Mr. EMMOTT suggested that if the 
hon. Gentleman, who was a good free- 
trader, would look up his free-trade 
arguments and apply them to Ireland, 
he would probably find it much more 
difficult to sustain his case; he would 
have to call in another set of arguments 
altogether. With regard to the set-off 
argument, England dictated the expendi- 
ture of Ireland and, therefore, had no 
right to throw it in the teeth of Ireland 
that a great deal more was spent in 
that country. The expenditure was not 
only dictated by England, but ad- 
ministered by Dublin Castle, by the 
forty-one detached and semi-detached 
boards, and very often in opposition to 
Irish wishes. As to the depopulation 
argument, it was no answer to say that 
in the rural districts of England the 
population was much less than it used 
to be. In England there were compensa- 
tions. The men who left the rural districts 
often went to the towns, earned better 
wages, and made a much larger return 
to the revenue of the country than before. 
In Ireland they did not go into the towns, 
but crossed the seas, and ceased to make 
any contribution to the revenue of the 
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country. In_ highly-protected France 
and free-trade Denmark this depopulation 
had not taken place, and therefore they 
must look for some other reason. 


As there were other speakers desirous of 
following him, he would not intrude 
further upon the time of the House, In 
conclusion, however, he wished to ask 
what was the Government going to do? 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer last 
year said that, if economies could be 
made in Ireland, he was perfectly willing 
that the money saved should be devoted 
to Irish purposes. But how could lavish 
expenditure be got rid of and such savings 
be made until they called in the Irish 
people to take part in the administration 
of Irish affairs? With regard to the 
Dunraven scheme, that had been described 
by the Solicitor-General as a fatuous 
scheme, but at any rate the kind oi 
opinion which was at the back of that 
scheme was a healthy sign of the times, 
and it had the advantage of being an 
increasing opinion, while the opinion of 
the Solicitor-General upon this subject 
Was a decreasing one. 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT (Down, N.): 
There is no opinion behind it now. 


Mr. EMMOTT said he was speaking of 
the temperate mind in which that scheme 
was formed, and the desire to cease 
useless wrangles and endeavour to do 
something useful for Ireland in which the 
Irish people themselves could take a 
part. In this country they were getting 
sick of these eternal wrangles. Tie 
misgovernment of Ireland was abundantly 
provid from year to year on the floor 
of this House, but they would never 
remedy it until they got rid of the 
lavish and extravagant expenditure 
in Treland, and until they called in 
Irish opinion and Irish sentiment to help 
them. He agreed with the mover of this 
Amendment that it was not for them to 
propose any specific settlement. The 
point was: did hon. Gentlemen opposite 
acknowledge the grievance? Some of 
them did, and some did not, but if more 
of them would acknowledge it, then they 
mivht be able to put their heads together 
and endeavour to find some effective 
Temedy, 
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Tae CHANCELLOR or tue EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr. Austen CHAMBERLAIN, Wor- 
cestershire, E.) said he thought that, 
without any disrespect to the hon. Mem- 
ber who moved the Amendment, some of 
the most interesting speeches that had 
been made upon it had come from Eng- 
lish Members. He did not think the 
contribution made by the hoi. Member 
who had just spoken had helped them 
much; he gathered that the hon. Member 
was not so much concerned with the 
financial relations which existed between 
the different parts of the United Kingdom 
as with the proposal to return to that 
separation of political interests which had 
twice been before that House, but which 
the majority in this country had never 
been willing to support. 


Mr. EMMOTT said he did not deal 
with the figures as he should have liked, 
being anxious to compress his remarks. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said he 
recegnised the difficulty under which the 
hon. Member had been speaking. ‘The 
hon. Member for Donegal told them 
that on this eccasion he would speak from 
his heart rather than from his head ; that 
perhaps accounted for some of the views 
of history which he sketched, but he 
hoped it did not account for the rather 
violent language which the hon. Gentle- 
man addressed to other hon. Members 
who represented the sister isle. The 
most remarkable feature of the hon. 
Gentleman’s speech was the sympathy he 
expressed with the very interesting speech 
of his hon. friend the Member for Partick, 
and it was a curious and noticeable fact 
that, as far as he was aware, that was the 
only speech made by an Engtish Member 
which had received any approval from 
the Irish Benches opposite. Ocher hon. 
Gentlemen and right hon. Gentlemen 
representing English constituencies had 
contributed to the discussion, but they 
had not in the solution they had put 
forward been fortunate enough to win the 
support of the hon. Gentlemen opposite. 


The hon .Member for Dublin, in moving 
his Amendment, departed somewhat from 
the course he had usually followed in dis- 
cussing this question by challenging the 
whole basis of the Returns known as the 
Fnancial Relations Returns. The hon. 
Gentleman alluded to the fact that they 
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were discussing this question ‘this year 
too early for the Return to be in the 


Funance 


hands of Members, but said that was of | 


the less consequence since, in the first 
place, the principle on which the Return 
was constructed had varied from year to 
vear, and had been varied, the hon. 
Gentleman was inclined to think, by 
Treasury officials or by Gentlemen 
sitting on the Treasury Bench, always 
to the detriment of Ireland and in 
such &@ way as 
against the United Kingdom less strong 
or more weak than it would otherwise 
appear. The hon. Gentleman spoke of 


there having been a change from the | 


principle on which it was constructed last 
vear; that was an entire misconception. 
There was a change in the proportions of 
consumption of certain dutiable articles 
allocated between the two countries, and 
a change in the proportions of taxation, 
but there was no change in the principle 
on which the Return was made. More 
accurate information had been obtained 
than was previously available, and they 
had modified the proportions between 
the two countries accordingly. He 
thought the hon. Gentleman himself 
would see that, even if the Returns 
obtained in 1893-4 showed what was 
the true consumption in Ireland, or the 
true proportion of direct taxation paid 
by the people domiciled in Ireland, those 
proportions would not be likely to 
remain exactly true for the space of 
more than ten years, especially with the 
falling population which had been alluded 
to. But that was not all. At that time 
the returns were hurriedly collected, for 
the information was required in haste, 


and the observations extended over only . 


a short pertion of the year, Accord- 
ingly, in taking new returns a couple of 
years ago the observations were extended 
over the whole year, and in other ways 
greater efforts made to secure accuracy. 
That was the change, end the only 
change, which had been made in the 


Return; it was not a change in principle. 
Then the hon. Gentleman contended | 
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to make the case | 
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|long as we were the United Kingdom, 
with a single fiscal policy, a single Ex- 
chequer, and a single system, Customs 
and every revenue duty which, if we had 
two separate systems, would be paid by 
people dwelling in this country might 
now be collected in Ireland. There was, 
for instance, duty paid on tobacco which 
was manufactured in Ireland, but which 
was smoked by people living in this 
country. If the hon, Gentleman were 
successful in dividing our finances and 
fiscal system, of course the payment of 
that due, now collected in Ireland, would 
be transferred to this country. But 
there was another side to the account 
in following the hon. Gentleman’s cal- 
cwation; they would reduce the amount 
which was now got as Irish contribu- 
tion instead of increasing it. It had 
_always been known, for instance, that 
income-tax was collected in England 
‘on certain dividends, interest on certain 
stocks and securities which were owned 
in Ireland, and in making this Financial 
Return on the present basis, which he 
believed was a fair one, they allocated 
as far as Ireland’s contribution to the 
Exchequer was concerned a proportion of 
income-tax which was really paid by 
Ireland, although actually collected in 
other portions of the United Kingdom. 
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Then the hon. Gentleman said that 
Army and Navy expenditure asan Imperial 
charge common to every portion of the 
United Kingdom was unjust and unfair 
in so far as the money spent on the 
Army or Navy was spent in England, 
and he called attention to the amount of 
money spent in dockyards in this country. 
If he understood the hon. Gentleman’s 
arguments, he said that money spent in 
this country, even though spent on the 
Navy for general purposes of national or 
Imperial defence, ought to be considered 
as specially chargeable to England, 
because English workpeople were em- 
ployed. 


Mr. CLANCY: Fecause England gets 
the benefit of it. 


that the true contribution of Ireland to the | 


Exchequer was the amount of revenue 


collected in Ireland, just as the revenue 
of France or Germany was the revenue | 


It 


collected in France or Germany. 
must be clear, he thought, to every one 


who‘ considered for a moment, that as 


\" Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
that every portion of the British Empire 
got the benefit of the Imperial Navy 
and Army. But, taking it on its nar- 
rowest lines, it séemed to him that it 
was absurd to try to weigh the relative 
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contributions, or what should be the | 


relative contributicns, between these two Be era 
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) 


portions of the United Kingdom on any 
| at the present time that a common system 


such principle as that suggested by the 
hon. Gentleman, and certainly, whatever 
sympathy might be felt, from no other 
quarter of the House had any agreement 
be2n expressed with those proposals. 
He should say, with his hon. friend the 
Member for Durham and his right hon. 
friend the Member for the University of 
Cambridge, that it was a very material 
fact, though its relevance was denied by 
hon. Gentlemen opposite, that the taxes 
pad by any individual citizens in Ireland 
were In NO case in excess of, and in 
some cases were less than, the taxes paid 
by similar citizens in this country. The 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Dublin 
said the argument was neither pertinent 
nor true. It was not pertinent because, 
he said, it was contrary to the spirit and, 
indeed, to the letter of the Act of Union, 
which provided for “particular exemp- 
tions and abatements” if they should 
be required by the special circumstances 
of Ireland. If they had none but those 
words to guide them, it would be perfectly 
obvious, he thought, that special exemp- 
tions and abatements did not mean such 
a large and general exemption from 
taxation as the hon. Gentleman sought 
to secure. But the same formula was, 
in the same words if he remembered 
rightly, repeated in the Act of Union 
with Scotland —it was certainly repeated 
as towards Scotland in the Act of Union 
between Great Britain and Ireland. The 
language in regard to both countries was 
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subject to the same taxes equally bearing 
upon the great objects of taxation in both 
Such, however, is the disproportion ~ 
of debts of the two kingdoms to each other 


for the present is impossible.” 
That lent no support to the suggestion 
that Lord Castlereagh attached to the 


phrase, ‘particular exemptions and 
abatements,” such a meaning as was 


sought to be affixed to it in Ireland. 


the same; but there was no such general | 


difference between the taxation of 
England and Scotland and no such claim 
as the hon. Gentleman based on these 
words put forward on behalf of Scotland 
prior to the Act of Union with Ireland. 
When hon, Gentlemen opposite quoted 
the authors of that Act in support of 
their contentions, he must be permitted 


Here were Mr. Pitt’s words. Speaking in 
the British House of Commons on April 
21st, 1800, he said— ie 

“The object of the financial arrangement is 
to effect the gradual abolition of all distinc- 
tion in finance and revenue between the two 
countries, and to accelerate the time when both 
countries form but one fund and pay one uniform 
proportion to taxes throughout each.” 

He thought that was conclusive as to 
the view taken by the authors of the Act 
of Union and destructive of the allega- 
tion that they intended that these 

. . ’ 
“ particular exemptions and abatcm2nts,” 
which they contemplated as a possibility, 
were to result in any such general differ- 
entiation in the system of taxation in 
Ireland from that in the rest of Great 
Britain as had been suggested that day. 


The hon. Gentleman went on to argue 
that this common system of taxation 
bore with special harshness upon Irish 
consumers, because it hit certain articles 
which were specially articles of Irish con- 
sumption. He did not know whether the 
hon. Gentleman felt that the Irish 
griovance would really be reduced if they 
halved the whisky duty. That was an 
article which he described as of special 
Irish consumption. 


Mr. CLANCY: I mentioned tea also. 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: Tea 


is not more largely consumed than in 


| this country. 


to read two short extracts, one from | 


lord Castlereagh and the other from 


Mr. Pitt, bearing on this subject. Lord | 


Castlereagh, speaking in the Irish House 


of Commons on February 5th, 1800, said— 


“Were our expenditure common (which | 
would happen if neither kingdom had any | 
separate debts, or if their debts were in pro- | 


portion to their ability), by no system what- 
ever could they be made to contribute so 
strictly according to their means as by being 


| 


Mr. CLANCY: It is in proportion. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
the consumption of tea per head was prac- 
tically the same in the two countries. 
Whisky, he thought, was more largely the 
national beverage of Irishmen than it 
was of Englishmen, but the hon. Gentle- 
man knew that the taxation oa whisky 
was imposed not purely on fiscal grounds, 
There were what they called social and 
moral reasons which had governed the 
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amount of taxation on that article, which 
had not been regarded solely from the 
financial point of view. 


The hon. Member suggested that the 
mere fact that Ireland contributed 
a much larger proportion of the revenue 
collected in that country by indirect 
than by direct taxation was in itself 
sufficient to show that Ireland had 
a grievance, and, as he understood, 
paid too much. That might be an 
argument as to whether the fiscal system 
common to the United Kingdom had been 
always in the past, or was even now, that 
which Ireland, if she were left to herself, 
would choose as her own, or the best 
which could be conceived by a dispassion- 
ate inquirer investigating her situation ; 
but he ventured to say that, whether 
that was the best system or not, whether 
the amount contributed by direct tax- 
payers in Ireland was in due proportion 
to that contributed by indirect tax- 
payers or not, it had no bearing on 
the amount of the contribution that 
{reland ought to make to the com- 
mon expenses of the United Kingdom. 





He was bound to say that, on this point, 
the hon. Gentleman’s speech was remark- 
able for a very curious omission. The 
hon. Member argued that Ireland paid a 
great deal too much. He very largely 
based himself on the Report of the Royal 
Commission on the financial relations of 
the two countries; but he gave no hint 

_ or indication of what was, in his opinion, 

the amount she ought to contribute or 
whether he accepted any of the theories 
which were put before that Commission. 
This was a matter of some interest, 
because they had had a good deal of 
strong denunciation of the present system 
and a good deal of declamation about 
the hardship and wrong which Ireland 
suffered, but they had not had a state- 
ment cf what it actually was that Ireland 
contributed to the general expenditure 
of the two countries. The taxable 
capacity of Ireland was estimated by the 
Royal Commission as being, he thought, 
one to twenty. 


F Mr. CLANCY: Not exceeding one to 
twenty. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: As 
not being in greater proportion than one 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain, 
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to twenty. What was she actually con- 
tributing at the present time to our 
common Imperial burdens? The actual 
contribution was one-forty-fifth of that 
of Great Britain. In 1895-4, when the 
Royal Commission was inquiring into 
the subject, it was one-thirtieth, and in 
the eleven years which had since elapsed 
it had fallen to one-forty-fifth. Could it 
be pretended that such a contribution to 
the common expenses was too much, or, 
if they looked at the financial question 
only, if they had regard only to the letter 
of the Act of Union, could it be contended 
that the rest of the United Kingdom had 
not taken upon its shoulders not merely 
as much of the common expenditure as 
it was its business to bear, but had not 
contributed greatly more than its due 
proportion? He would endeavour to 
forestall an objection which the hon, 
Gentleman foreshadowed in his speech 
when he said that he was counting 
as Irish expenditure much _ that 
ought not to be charged to Irish account. 
If, to meet that objection, he deducted 
from Irish expenditure the salary of the 
Lord-Lieutenant, half of the present cost 
of the Constabulary and the Dublin 
metropolitan police, and a third of the 
cost of the judiciary, still the contribution 
which Ireland would make to our common 
Imperial expenditure would be only one- 
thirty-fourth. The hon. Member for St. 
Patrick Division complained last year 
that his only answer was to give flippant 
figures. He did not know what the hon. 
Member meant by flippant figures ; but 
whatever adjective the hon. Member 
might apply to those figures he thought 
they were a better test of the actual 
state of things than much of the language 
that had been used, and were worthy of 
the serious consideration of the House. 
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fhe hon. Gentleman who spoke last 
alluded to the fact that last year ho 
expressed his concurrence in the proposal 
that the then Chief Secretary made to 
him, following a precedent set in past 
years, that if further economy could be 
made in the Irish judiciary, the sum so 
allocated should be, as it were, re-spent in 
Ireland on purposes of development or 
administration which might commend 
themselves to the Government and to the 
people of that country. He thought that 
in more branches than one of the Inch 
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Administration it was probable that, with 
the goodwill of the Irish Members, con- 
siderable economies could be made. But 
Irish Members were not so anxious to 
help the Government in the saving of 
Irish expenditure as they were to secure 
further grants from the common Ex- 
chequer to be employed in that country. 
[A NATIONALIST MEMBER: That is not so.] 


The hon. Gentleman denied that, but in| 


his short experience as Chancellor of the 
Exchequer he had had more commands to 
“stand and deliver” fresh money from 
the public purse than suggestions from 
hon. Gentlemen opposite as to the manner 
in which money might be saved. It 
would be impossible for any Chancellor of 
the Exchequer to undertake that the 
whole benefit of every economy made 
should always go to Ireland, and that no 


economy should ever result to the common | 


Exchequer. If that system was adopted 
in Ireland it must be applied also to 
Scotland and other "parts of the United 
Kingdom, and the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer would no longer have power to 
make any economy at all. He could not 
make that promise in that unqualified 
form, although he had promised in regard 
to the savings in connection with the 
judiciary contemplated by his right hon. 
friend the Member for Dover that he 


would seriously consider with the Chief 


Secretary proposals, if he was able to 


put them forward, with a view to inter- | 


esting the representatives of Ireland in 
securing those economies by devoting at 
least a portion of the accruing money to 
the development of purposes which had 


theirsympathy and support. He thought | 
they might do much practical good if | 


they had the goodwill and support 
of hon. Gentlemen opposite, irrespec- 
tive of politics. But to the argument 


for a system of separate national finance, | 


which was based upon separatist grounds 
and had its birth in a separatist measure, 


and which was supported as the first. 


step towards that end, he and those who 
thought with him could give nothing but 
the strongest opposition. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) said he would 


not attempt to enter into the historical | 


portion of the subject nor to go into 
details of the figures which had been 
submitted. The main argument wa3 a 
familiar one and could be disposed of | 
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| briefly. It was that under the present 
‘system of taxation in Ireland, every 
individual paid at the rate of £2 4s., 
'whist in England the amount was 
£3 12s. per head. Consequently, the 
population of Ireland paid less per 
head than did the population of Eng- 
land, He would like to point out that 
at the time of the Union England paid 
close upon £4 per head, whilst Ireland 
paid only 12s. Since then the wealth 
per head of the population of England 
had enormously increased, and the taxa- 
tion had decreased, whilst in the cave of 
Ireland the wealth per head had consider- 
ably decreased during the same period 
and the taxation had increased three- 
fold. That was the simple state of affairs, 
and he asked what was the explanation 
of it. The truth was that when the 
Irish nation was tacked on to a great 
commercial and manufacturing country 
they were bound to suffer. Whenever 
in the course of the last century the 
interests of Great Britain came into 
collision with those of Ireland, the latter 
always went to the wall. That was 
notably the case when Great Britain 
introduced the system of free trade, and 
thus laid the axe at the root of the only 
source of industry and wealth of Ireland. 
When it suited Great Britain to throw 
the whole burden of taxation upon sub- 
| jects affecting Ireland it did so ruth- 
lessly, the result being that whereas 
‘the wealth of Great Britain had enor- 
mously increased the population of 
Treland had decreased and its taxation 
had trebled. Was it any wonder that 
the Irish felt aggrieved at the pre- 
sent situation ? He thought Scotland 
_had some grievance, but in these matters 
they had to look on broad national re- 
sults. The complaints of Scotland be- 
came slight because she flourished under 
the Union, and during the last century 
her population had increased three-fold 
and her wealth had increased ten-fold. 
In the case of Ireland her population had 
fallen by 50 per cent., and her wealth 
had fallen also. 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
quoted Pitt. That eminent statesman 
was no friend to Ireland, but he never 
contemplated the monstrous injustice from 
which that country had suffered during the 
last century. The wealth, population, and 
commerce of England had since the time 
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of Pitt increased by leaps and bounds, 
whilst the wealth, population, and com- 
merce of Ireland had absolutely decreased, 
therefore any idea of a common system 
of finance and taxation for the two 
countries was quite impracticable. The 
hon. Member for Partick had referred 
to the injustice put upon Ireland in the 
matter of taxation of the necessaries of 
life. He could conceive a condition of 
Parties in this country when they might 
be tempted to inflict something in the 
nature of revenge upon Great Britain 
for all the injuries she had inflicted upon 
Ireland. An hour might come when 
Treland could inflict taxation on the food 
of England. It would be wiser to deal 
with Ireland justly before that hour 
wrived, and not forcé her to endeavour 
“o close her markets to the world. 
{reland had been brought to such a con- 
dition that she hed nothing to rely upon. 
It suited England to open its markets to 
the Argentine, to Siberia, America, 
Canada, and elsewhere, but that did not 
suit Ireland, and they might be tempted 
to do something in the way of tariff re- 
form. Those were the considerations 
aroused in his mind by the speech of the 
hon. Member for Partick, But what 
was his astonishment to hear the hon. 
Member for Durham deliberately say that 
although the progre:s of Ireland was not so 
good as the progress of Great Britain, yet 
everyone must admit that in wealth and 
prosper.ty its progress had been consider- 
able. He denied that. He would not ask 
the House to accept his word or those of 
his colleagues, who as prophets of evil had 
been telling these things to the House 
for many years. He asked hon. Members 
to get the pamphlet written by Lord 
Dunraven, an Irish gentleman and 
landed proprietor, whose word might be 
accepted as that of an impartial ex- 
ponent of the facts. Lord Dunraven 
said— 
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“Year by year the country has been sinking 
deeper and deeper in misfortune, and now it has 
reached a point at which it must be decided as 
to whether the downward tendency is to con- 
tinue to the inevitable and most melancholy 
end, or whether a supreme effort shall be 
made to lift the country out of the national 
bankruptey in man-power, intelligence, and 
material prosperity which so imminently 
threatens it.” 


‘* Those were solemn words to come from 
a member of the Unionist Party. That 


Mr. Dillon. 
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was his belief as to the condition of Ire- 
land. Did the hon. Member for Durham 
think that satisfactory. National bank- 
ruptcy was Lord Dunraven’s prophecy. 
Those words were written after all the 
flummery to which they had listened for 
the last ten years with regard to agri- 
cultural development and all the bogus 
remedies that had been applied to the 
deadly disease of Ireland. That was the 
testimony of an Irish gentleman who 
had taken no part in politics. The 
thing which had tempted Lord Danraven 
to take the part in politics that he had 
was the condition of Ireland and_ the 
fact that it was travelling headlong to 
ruin. When he heard hon. Gentlemen 
opposite speaking of Ireland as they did, 
he would ask them had there been in 
the whole history of the civilised world 
a tragedy comparable with the tragedy 
of Ireland? In 1801 the population of 
Ireland was 5,395,000, in 1901 it was 
4,458,000. Aftera century of this system 
of taxation, during which the populaticn 
of England and Wales had _ nearly 
doubled, the population of Ireland had 
decreased by 1,000,000. He challenged 
hon. Members who talked about the 
advance of progress in Ireland to point 
to any country in the civilised world with 
which it could be compared. 
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It was idle to talk of Ireland's 
condition being the result of its being 
an agricultural country. Was not 
Denmark an agricultural country ? 
What about Sweden and Norway, 


Wurtemburg and many of the States 
in the German Federation, and Hol- 
land, which was teeming with wealth; 
not to go to the East of Europe ? What 
about Hungary and Roumania, all in- 
creasing rapidly, whilst here, at the very 
doors of Great Britain, was one of the 
most fertile lands in Europe wasted as 
by a war? He recommended hon. Gentle- 
men opposite to peruse a series of articles 
which had been appearing in the Daily 
Mail recently on the subject of Ireland. 
They were written by a gentleman named 
Kennedy who had been travelling through 
Ireland on behalf of that journal, a 
gentleman who was gifted with the re- 
markable genius of putting into a 
sentence the whole history of the country. 
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Mr. Kennedy described the country 
as he saw it, and used these words— 

“What is the matter with this country ? Was 
there ever created a more lovely country ? 
Why have the people left it ?”’ 

That was the first question which struck 
everyone who came into Ireland. The 


people had left it because they were | 


under the harrow of a financial system 


which was imposed by a treacherous | 


Government to destroy their prosperity. 


But that was only a small part of the | 


tragedy of Ireland. An anti-emigration 
league had been formed which he was 
invited to join. He refused, because, as 
he said, they might as well try and brush 
back the Atlantic with a broom as try 
and stop emigration from Ireland, because 
the people could not live in Ireland, where 
the wages were starvation, and where the 
only industry left was ruined by the 
Government of this country. 
was a ruined country in spite of all. The 
parties of emigrants which had _ been 


leaving the country Were ever increasing | 


in number until, as a priest, a friend of 
his, wrote the other day— 

“Where is this to end? Within the last 
three months 127 of the flower of my flock have 
left my parish, and I shall soon be left with 
only old people and children too young to work.” 


The population was withering away as 
though struck by a pestilence. The cause 
was the existing financial system of evil 
SS 

epopulation was that the young and 


strong and healthy were going away, | 


while the refuse of the population, the 
idiots, the lunatics, and the diseased, who 
would not be accepted in America, were 
being left behind. Thus it came about 
that while the number of persons 
returned as lunatics in Ireland in 1851— 


after the famine and with a population | 
the | 


of over 8,000,000—was one in 637, 
number had increased in 1861 to one in 
411, in 1871 to one in 328, in 1881 to 
one in 281, and in 1891 to one in 222. 
In Munster it was one in 152, and in 
Connaught on? in 184, In other words, 
the lunatics in Ireland had increased 
fourfold owing to the enormous out- 
pouring of the youth of the population. 
There was no greater test of the 


prosperity of a nation than the marriage | 
The rate in Ireland | 


and birth rate. 
used to be one of the highest in the 
world, it was now the lowest, below even 
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that of France. The people who wanted 
to marry went to America. It was 
‘deplorable that the question should be 
treated in the manner adopted by the 
| Chancellor of the Exchequer, and that no 
| British Minister could be got who would 
| apply his mind to this matter, even from 
the Unionist point of view, with a large, 
generous, and sympathetic spirit, and 
make some rational attempt to remedy 
the appalling condition of things, Lord 
Dunraven also stated— 

“The broad fact is that the best in Ireland is 
flying elsewhere, the worst is drifting in increas- 
ing proportions to lunatic asylums, and the 
balance remains in Ireland of necessity rather 
than of choice.” 

That was a condition of things 
which really deserved the attention 
of Parliament, and it was_ largely 
due to unjust taxation and that 
unsympathetic financial system imposed 
upon Ireland by this country. 


Why was it that Ireland’s proportion of 
contribution to Imperial funds was 
growing smaller? Because the country 
was growing proportionately poorer. He 
could conceive a point at which, under 
the existing system, Ireland might make 
no contribution whatever towards 
Imperial Government eXpenses, and yet 
be shamefully overtaxed. The real test 
was how the country was going on, 
whether it was improving in population, 
wealth, trade, and all that went to make 
_national prosperity. In all these respects 
| Ireland was going back, and all that had 
| been done of recent years was the merest 

absurdity and humbug when considered 
as really effective remedies. 


The Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
alluded to a pledge given in 1897 by the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for West 
Bristol, and since embodied in an Act, that 
all savings effected in the administration 
of Ireland should be set aside in a special 
fund, called the Irish development grant, 

and used for the benefit of Ireland. 
There seemed to be an inclination on 
the part of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer to withdraw somewhat from the 
pledge. That affected him, personally, 
_much less than some of his colleagues, 
' 2s he was entirely opposed to this system 
of finance. It was intrinsically unsound, 
From the beginning he had felt that the 
development grant would be set up as 
a buffer between the Irish people and the 
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Treasury, and that the only result would 
be that Irish demands, hitherto met from 
the common Treasury, would be relegated 
to this purely Irish fund—a practice 
which might be described as feeding the 
dog with a bit of his own tail. That was 
exactly what had occurred, and it was 
likely to go on in an ever-increasing degree. 
The system was essentially a vicious 
one, A pocket of money withdrawn 
fromthe general finincial system of the 
country always became the object of 
jobs and of log-rolling as to who should 
get the most of it. The experience of 
centuries showed it to be a bad and 
vicious system, and it had been applied 
to Ireland simply in the hope of stopping 
the mouths of the Irish people by the so- 
called development grant. The Govern- 
ment had been forced to recognise that 
they were treating Ireland meanly and 
ungenerously, and in their effort to 
devise some means by which they should 
appear to undo some of the injustice 
which the present financial system in- 
flicted upon her they had set up this 
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the country, and what had happened 
already? A year ago Ireland had an 
equivalent grant for education of 
£185,000, but instead of being applied to 
education as it ought to have been, it had 
been thrown into a common pool, and 
had been used for all kinds of objects, and 
only some £20,000 had been used for the 
purpose for which the fund was originally 
intended. Under the present system of 
governing Ireland every effort they made 
to remedy the unhappy condition of 
things in Ireland would only end in 
making it worse. As long as they ad- 
hered to the principle of the Union and 
denied to the people of Ireland a voice 
in the government of the country, it 
would be the duty of English Ministers, 
instead of quibbling about figures and 
endeavouring to prove that Ireland was 
justly treated, to take a broad and 
generous view of the real facts of the 
situation and propose a remedy. 


Question put. 
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As time went on it would be 
found to be a bad system and a corrupt 
mcthod of dealing with the finances of 
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Main Question again proposed. 


And, it being after half-past Seven of 
the clock, the Debate stood adjourned 
till this Evening’s Sitting. 


_—_—_—_—_ 
i 


EVENING SITTING. 


MOTION FOR ADJOURNMENT (UNDER 
STANDING ORDER No. 10). 


EDUCATION (LOCAL AUTHORITY 
DEFAULT) ACT, 1904 (MERIONETH). 
Mr. OSMOND WILLIAMS (Merioneth- 

shire) said he feared that the putting 
into ope ation of this Act in Merioneth 
would lead to considerable trouble in the 
near future. He had hoped that a middle 
way of peace might have been found. 
Given men free from prejudice, such a 
way was not impossible; but the Board 
of Education preferred the heavy 
bludgeon of the new Act. The original 
communication received by the education 
committee from the Board of education 
did not give the opinion of the law officers 
of the Crown with regard to the legal 
point raised by the deputation which 
waited on Lord Londonderry, and which 


had ovreviously been raised by Lord | 





Stanley of Alderley—viz., that the obli- 
gation of the local authority to maintain 
non-provided schools did not begin until 
the antecedent duty of managers to put 
their buildings in sufficient repair had 
been discharged. The contention of the 
Merionethshire Committee was that no 
liability rested upon them to discharge 
the claims made by managers of non- 
provided schools, owing to the failure of 
the management to make the repairs of 
the schoolhouses required by the 
committee. The Board of Educa- 
tion had advanced certain specific 
reasons for disregarding that contention. 
They were (1) That the committee 
applied for and received Parliamentary 
grants in respect to the non-provided 
schools, such grants being only payable 
with respect to schools which had com- 
plied with Section 7 of the Education 
Act of 1902. (2) That the county fund, 
throughout the period September 30th 
(the appointed day), 1903, and November 
Ist, 1904, had been applied to the 
maintenance of those schools, (3) That 
the secretary to the committee signed 
certain certificates to the effect that 
these schools had satisfied the con- 
ditions of Section 7 of the Education 
Act, 1902. -The committee submitted 
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that in no instance had a certificate 
been signed, save a counter-signature, 
and that even if a counter-signature 
was, a3 the Board contended—but as 
the committee denied—equivalent to a 
certificate, that certificate did not state 
that the school satisfied the conditions 
of Section 7 of the Act of 1902, but 
Section 7 of the Act of 1870. The 
committee did not apply the county fund 
towards the maintenance of these 
schocls, and it never had been so applied. 
The Board had been asked to state the 
ground on which they did not agree to 
the committee’s contentions, but they 
had treated the committee with con- 
tempt and _ discourtesy. When the 
money was witheld from the three 
schools, the Board did not supply any 
information as to the items allowed or 
disallowed, but simply notified the sums 
they intended to pay. Surely before 
payment was made the committee 
should have had the opportunity of 
lodging objections. The Board asserted 
that the only action taken by the 
committee under Section 7 was before 
the Act came into operation, and was a 
report on the premises made simply for 
the information of the county council 
by the surveyors. But it was perfectly 
evident that the report was treated by 
the managers as sufficient notice. 
Indeed, the Board of Education received 
appeals against these requirements fully 
twelve months ago, and such appeals 
had been reported upon by the Board’s 
officers. In face of these facts, he did 
not see how the Board could feel justified 
in supporting the technical objection 
made by the managers. 

in the case of Llanellyn School, near 
Delgelly, ia which the Board had decided 
the action of the committee was not 
justified, the pos.tion of the schoolhouse 
was most unsuitable, the playgrourd was 
inadequate and it was impossible to ex- 
tend it. There was imminent danger to 


health caused by a poiluted stream, the | 


closets were disgraceful, their position 
bad, and the possibility of improving it 


nil; and it was impossible to light the | 


premises satisfactorily. It was in these 
conditions that the education committee 
required the erection of a new school on 
a suitable site, and it was within their 
knowledge that the managers themselves, 
up toa very recent date, held identical 
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views as to the impossibility of repairing 
the building, and they instructed an 
architect to prepare plans for a new 
school. The committee contended that 
they were legally entitled to refuse to 
maintain such a school, and they ought 
to be told under wh:t statutory powers 
tl> Board had decided that tie refusal 
was not justified. There was a specific 
case in point—the Holywell School in 
Fliatshire. There the local authority 
demanded that « new school should be 
built upon an entirely new site, and the 
Board of Education with great reluctance 
upheld the demand. The consequence 
would be that the Church managers would 
have to find about £5,000, and he saw it 
stated that they were not prepared to do 
anything of the kind. There were scores 
of schools in Wales in the same pos tion, 
and if the local authority demanded new 
schools the Board would have to uphold 
them. 

He wished to know why the 
Board of Education had withheld £2,400 
when only £400 was due to the Church 
schools. As a matter of mere courtesy 
some explanation was due from them. 
They had paid out the money without 
checking the vouchers, and they had re- 
fused to let the education committee do 
so. The Board ignored the contention of 
this section with regard to the certificates, 
and he could only presume that it was 
because they were alive to the fact that 
they had made a mistake and had acted 
in @ high-handed manner. He referred 


to the communication received from 
the Board at the opening of these 


proceedings, which stated that the 
arrears were in respect of the period 
prior to November Ist, 1904, and 
that it was not contended by them 
that the schools did not comply with Sec- 
tion 7 in the first instance, and that it 
was not open to them, as a ground for not 


' maintaining the schools, to make the con- 


tention that they did not comply with that 
section now. The Board, therefore, saw 
no reason why steps should not be taken 
to refund the managers the expense 
incurred in maintaining the schools. 
That was a very significant declaration, 
and he regarded it as the death warrant 
of scores of Church schools in every Welsh 
county. If the Glamorganshire Com- 
mittee, for instance, exercised its powers 
under Section 7 of the Act, it could at 
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its next meeting decline to recognise any 
of the Church schools in the county which 
had not complied with its demands. 
The local authorities in Wales had 
shown great consideration for the 
managers of Church schools in the diffi- 
culties in which they had been placed. 
Although notices had been given ina great 
many instances, they had been looked 
upon as a matter of form, and in many 
cases had been treated as a dead letter. 
Was it conceivable that this attitude of 
benevolent neutrality would continue 
towards the Church schools in other 
countries now that this attack had been 
made on Merioneth ? It was only natural 
that peaceful forbearance should give way 
to active aggression. 


There was a great deal more in 
this unhappy dispute than the triumph 
of Church or chapel, or the perman- 
ence of the Establishment. The rights 
of conscience were attacked when a 
man was made to pay for the teaching 
of dogma in which he did not believe ; 
the liberty of the citizen was attacked 
when the refusal of a local authority to 
vote public money for sectarian purposes 
involved imprisonment ; the Constitution 
was attacked when a Minister of the 
Crown deliberately iorced upon an un- 
willing country an Act which the electors 
of that country had deliberately con- 
demned, Burke lad said that people 
were governed by a_ knowledge of 
‘their temper and a judicious manage- 
ment of it, and that in conflicts 
between the people and their rulers the 
presumption of right was at least equally 
in favour of the people. The people of 
Wales were to-day just as much in the 
right and the Government in the wrong 
as when Pym and Hampden made their 
protest against the payment of ship- 
money. Wales did not seek disorder. 
She was a law-abiding nationality, but 
when the will of a Bishop and the whim 
of a Premier presumed upon that char- 
acteristic, who would blame her it she 
defended those liberties to the utmost of 
her power. The setting of the Defaulting 
Authorities Act in operation against 
Merionethshire would produce an exhibi- 
tion of national unity such as Wales had 
never shown before. 


Sir ALFRED THOMAS (Glamorgan- 
shire, E.) said he rose to second the 
Mr. Osmond Williams. 


{COMMONS} 
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for Merionethshire. So fully had his 
hon. friend gone into the question that 
it was not necessary for him to furnish 
further details, and he would confine 
himself to principles involved in the 
question. Beyond saying that his hon, 
friend’s speech was worthy of the con- 
stituency represented by the late Mr, 
Thomas Ellis, his object was rather to 
show that his hon. friend had the support 
of all the Liberal Members of the Princi- 
pality. The Government could not say 
that they were not warned as to what 
would be the result if they forced 
through the House such legislation as 
that contemplated by the Education 
Act of 1902. Nothing but disaster could 
follow. Indeed, it was not necessary for 
men with such brilliant parts and unique 
knowledge of their country to foretell 
what would be the result, any one with 
the most superficial knewledge of Wales 
and the Welsh people could come to no 
other conclusion from a measure that 
seemed to be specially framed for the 
purpose of driving the people into in- 
surrection ; and, as if to emphasise the 
gross blunder they had _ perpetrated, 
within some two years the Government 
found they had to bring in a Coercion 
Act to force the Welsh people to carry 
out that objectionable measure. Not- 
withstanding, he had hoped for better 
things even from the present Govern- 
ment, 


The other evening in the debate 
on the vote of censure they were told 
that some ten counties in Ireland were 
proclaimed, and up to that time he 
understood the Crimes Act had not been 
put into force. More than that, they 
were told for some two years Ireland 
had enjoyed a tranquillity and prosperity 
not equalled in any like period since 
the Union, and they might ask Why? 
For the reason that the late Chief Secre- 
tary was wise enough to be guided by 
an Jrish patriot. But, untortunately 
for the Government, they had no Sir 
Antony MacDonnell in the Education 
Department, and he feared from what he 
had heard that afternoon that the benevo- 
lent influence he had wielded in the sister 
isle was withdrawn from that country. 
Should this ke so, then all who were 
concerned for peace and good order in 











i Je . od | | 6 6 Oe 


= 2 oe <= 








369 Education (Loca Authority 


that country could not but deeply regret 
so deplorable a circumstance. But for the 
moment, taking it that such acalamity 
had not befallen Ireland, they had to 
say that even if this Act had been 
administered in the same spirit as Irish 
affairs during the last two years they 
would not have heard of the Welsh 
revolt and the Defaulting Authorities 
Act. It was difficult to realise thit the 
administrators of a great Empire should 
be so ignorant of the habits, customs 
and creeds of a little country whose 
border was within some 130 miles from 
the seat of Government. Indeed, they 
could not have been more ignorant of 
the people of a province in India or 
China. To imagine that authorities like 
the county councils of Wales, each with 
a large Liberal majority—and that was 
equivalent to saying large majorities 
of Nonconformists—would put into 
force an Act that outraged their feelings 
and consciences! They thought it was 
bad enough to pay money into the 
Exchequer, part of which was devoted to 
teach creeds from which they dissented ; 
but when they were asked to levy rates 
on themselves, and still more on their 
friends, in order to pay for the teaching 
of those creeds, it was more than any 
reasonable man would expect. He 
would venture to assert that there was 
no Gentleman on the opposite side of the 
House but would view with contempt any 
such action on the part of men holding 
and professing the principles of Welsh 
Nonconformity. 


They had to complain that no public 
inquiry, with the exception of the abortive 
inquiry held at Carmarthen, had been 
made into this very vexed question. The 
Government used to very freely use a 
tribunal that they bad not heard much 
of lately—a Royal Commission. Now, if 
there was ever a justification for holding 
such an inquiry, this was one of them. 
Statistics proved that the Welsh people 
paid more per inhabitant for education 
than any one of the other portions of the 
United Kingdom, and, of the thirteen 
counties of the Principality,* Merioneth- 


shire had been one of the most generous. | 
And yet this was the county of all others | 
system. What he wanted wasif possible 
This was the way the | to bring about some means by which 


that the Education Department had first 
put in default. 


Government showed their appreciation of | 
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the sacrifice the quarrymen of Festiniog 
and the peasantry of Merionethshire 
had made for higher, intermediate, and 
elementary education. He would wish to 
say, however strongly he resented the 
action of the Education Department, he 
hoped that the hon. Baronet would not 
understand that anything personal was 
intended to one whom they all respected. 
Indeed, he very much regretted that the 
hon. Baronet had to play the part of 
“Shylock” in this educational drama. 
But he wished to warn him and the 
Government, if they were determined to 
extract this “pound of flesh” from the 
Welsh people, they would have to be 
more dextrous’than they had hitherto 
proved themselves to be if they did so 


_ without drawing one drop of blood. 


He would conclude as he began, with 
saying that he had hoped the Government 
would have been able to carry on elemen- 
tary education in Wales without having 
recourse to coercion. And he believed 
that would have been possible if the hon. 
Baronet had been advised by those who 
were competent to rightly understand 
the gravity of the situation in Wales. To 
put such legislation as the Defaulting 
Authorities Act into force in the 
Principality could not but be a most 
dangerous measure, and it must be 
obvious to all who knew Wales. But if 
the Government were determined to put 
into operation all the vindictive powers 
of the Defaulting Act, then, at least let 
them understand they did so after the 
most serious protest possible from the 
representatives of the Welsh people; and 
whatever might be the evil conse- 
quences of their action it would lie at the 
door of the present Administration. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That this House do now adjourn.” 
—(Mr. Osmond Williams.) 


Mr. CRIPPS (Lancashire, Stretford) 
said that no one regretted the religious 
dispute under the Education Act more 
than he did, though it showed among the 
various Parties and creeds a strong sense 
of the real importance of! religion and the 
rights of conscience in our education 


those who had strong feelings on this 
O 2 
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quest:on — Nonconformist, Church of 
England, or any other denomination— 
should have the right and opportunity of 
bringing up their children in the national 
schools as far as possible in the denomina- 
tion to which their parents adhered. 
It was from that point of view that he 
would deal with the arguments brought 
forward by the hon. Member who pro- 
posed the Motion. He wanted to say a 
word from the Church point of view. He 
did not believe there would be any diffi- 
culty in putting in force all the principles 
to which the hon. Member for Merioneth 
had particularly alluded. 


The first question, the hon. Member 


had said, was right of conscience. Un- 
doubtedly right of conscience ought 
not only to be guarded but safe- 


guarded in every possible way in re- 
gard to the question of education. But 
how were they to do it? The great in- 
terference with the right of conscience— 
the right of parents to bring up their 
children in the denomination they 
selected—arose from the maintenance of 
the Cowper-Temple clause. There was 
no clause in the whole course of the Edu- 
cation Act which so much really inter- 
fered with the right of conscience as the 
clause which prohibited a child from 
being taught the religion of the denomina- 
tion which the parents might desire in 
the elementary schools. Why not have 
a- system of denominational education 
both in provided and _ non-provided 
schools, so that every child might be 
brought up in the religion which its 
parent desired? That was what he 
called giving due regard to the right of 
conscience. It had never been the Church 
Party that had objected to that. On 
the contrary, the Church Party in that 
House had stated constantly that their 
desire was not to exclude religious educa- 
tion, and that it was not to have the 
exclusive right of education in the non- 
provided schools. But religious educa- 
tion was such a source of friction that 
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cation there ought to be facilities under 
which that form of denominational edu- 
cation should be given. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE § (Carnarvon 
Boroughs): We actually offered what 
the hon. and learned Member suggests to 
Merionethshire, and it was refused by the 
clergy. ; 


Mr. CRIPPS said that Churchmen had 
often offered such a system if it were 
given a general application; but it had 
been defeated because the Nonconfor- 
mists would not give up that most 
sectarian of all provisions, the Cowper- 
Temple clause. He himself believed that 
there ought to be this common right ot 
entry. He did not believe the difficulty 
came from the Church of England at all. 
It was in the direction he had indicated, 
and that direction only, that the religious 
difficulty could be settled. He would 
appeal to hon. Gentlemen opposite on this 
point. Every true lover of denomina- 
tional education must wish the right of 
conscience to be extended as widely as 
possible. He wished to ensure in regard 
to Anglican children that they should 
have the opportunity of receiving 
Anglican education. The only way to 
get rid of the religious difficulty was not 
to exclude religious education, but to give 
it the widest possible basis, so that every 
denomination should have in regard to 
its own children equal and fair oppor- 
tunity. The noble Lord the Member for 
Greenwich and other hon. Members 
had often expressed themselves in favour 
of a settlement of the religious difficulty 
on that basis. 


The second point made by the hon. 
Member who moved the Resolution 
was as to the liberty of the sub 
ject. What did he mean by that ? 
There might be many laws with which 
they were not in agreement, and if a man 
had a conscientious objection, if he pre- 


| ferred the penalty of the law to obedience 


they could not always carry out what! to the law, he was not one of those who 


they desired. Let all schools, if they 
liked, go on a common basis, and let there 
be the right of entry to any denomina- 
tion either to provided or non-provided 
schools. Wherever there were two or 
three children whose parents desired a 
particular form of denominational edu- 


Mr. Cripps. 


would find fault with that action. He 
thought there were many circumstances 
in which a man was bound to do it. If 
he had a serious conscientious objection 
he was bound to act according to the 
dictates of conscience, taking his chance 
of whatever penalties might follow. But 
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the question here was a much wider pro- 
position. He thought there should be 
no general liberty given to citizens to 
disobey the law. Exactly the same 
principle should apply to education as 
to any other subject. That was exactly 
what he said the other night about East 
Ham. Although an individual mizht 
have a conscientious objection a local 
authority was not justified in taking such 
action as many local authorities had 
taken in this matter. It would tend to 
vreater illegality, and, therefore, to less 
liberty, because legality and liberty must 
always go hand in hand. The hon. 
Member for Merionethshire said that the 
Act was unconstitutional and made some 
harsh remarks about the Prime Minister 
and the Kishops. 


Mr. OSMOND WILLIAMS: I would 
be the last person to make any harsh 
remarks. 


. 


Mr. CRIPPS said he would withdraw 
the word “ harsh.” They would never be 
able to rely on a body which had to carry 
out Governmental duties if it was to be 
allowed to judge whether an Act was 
constitutional or not. As long as it was 
an Act it must be accepted for the pur- 
poses of administration, and as one which 
local authorities must and ought to obey. 
He did not understand the hon. Member 
to contend that the Act was uncon- 
stitutional in the wider sense because 
it had been enacted in a constitutional 
manner. If they were going to allow 
anyone to call in question an Act after 
it had been passed, and allow the right 
to disobey it, he did not believe there 
was a single Member of the House who 
would not find some Act of Parliament 
with which he thoroughly disagreed, and 
who, therefore, according to the doctrine 
put forward by the hon. Member, would 
find himself justified in acting in an 
illegal manner. The application of such 
a principle was worse in education than 
in other matters, because the children 
suffered. By all means let the local 
authority give notice to schools to 
effect necessary repairs; but it was 
grossly unfair not to give such schools 
time to comply with the notice. He 
was afraid that the real question here 
was not these minor matters, but the 
old dispute as regards religious matters, 
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and he earnestly commended to the 
House the view that the only possible 
fair solution was not to seek to ex- 
clude religion in a spirit of mutual 
jealousy, but, on the contrary, by a 
spirit of mutual tolerance to spread 
denominational education and to give 
fair and equal opportunities as far as 
they could to every school, whether pro- 
vided or not. In order to do this they 
must repeal the Cowper-Temple Clause, 
which at the present time stood in the 
way of any fair system of general de- 
nominational education. 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea 
District) said he had listened to the 
observations of his hon. and learned 
friend with great interest. It appeared 
to him that the first part of his speech 


| was directed to a defence of the Education 





Act of 1902 and not to the Motion before 
the House. What was the question 
which his hon. friend the Member for 
Merionethshire had obtained leave to 
call attention to as a definite matter of 
urgent public importance? It was the 
fact, if they rightly interpreted certain 
correspondence, that the Board of 
Education, and the education com- 
mittee for the county of Merioneth, had 
put into operation the Education (Local 
Authority Default Act), 1904. He be- 
lieved that they had done so. In 
order to raise what he thought were 
the relevant questions for the considera- 
tion of the House that night he was going 
to lay down certain facts which he had 
gathered, and to inquire whether the 
acts he complained of were or were 
not legally done—whether in regard 
to these facts the Board of Educa- 
tion had acted legally. He under- 
stood that the Board of Education had 
deducted £364 from the Parliamentary 
grants due in the ordinary course for 
the purposes of elementary education 
in Merionethshire. The total grants 
amounted to £452. This sum became 
due on May Ist, and the Board of 
Education sent £88 to the treasurer 
of the County Council of Merioneth, 
announcing that they had applied the 
balance to five non-provided schools 
in the county. The question whether 
the Board had acted rightly in so doing 
must depend upon whether the local 
education authority was or was not in 
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default. The local education authority, 
who acted under a scheme in accordance 
with Section 7 of the Act of 1902, 


declared that they were not in 
default, and that these five non- 
provided schools were not schools 


in respect to which the conditions of 
Section 7 of the Act had ever been 
fulfilled since the appointed day. His 
hon. and learned friend the Member 
for the Stretford Division had either not 
recently read, or had entirely forgotten, 
what the section said. Section 7 was 
probably the clearest and the least am- 
biguous section in the whole Act of 1902. 
What did it begin by saying in regard 
to the county council? It said— 

“The local education authority — shall 


maintain and keep efficient all public elemen- 
tary schools within their area which are 
necessary.” 

%That was clear enough. Public ele- 
mentary schools were defined in other 
Acts of Parliament, and everybody 
knew what a public elementary school 
meant. Then the section went on to 
say— 

“And have the control of all expenditure 
required for that purpose, other than expen- 
diture for which, under this Act, provision 1s to 
be made by the managers, but in the case of a 
school not provided by them only so long as 
the following conditions and provisions are 
complied with,” 

Then there were a large number of 
conditions set out. His hon. and learned 
friend talked about notice of repair, 
but there was not a word about notice 
of repair in any of the conditions. He 
did not know where the hon. Member 
got these words unless it was from a 
diocesan conference. One of the con- 
ditions was stated in sub-section (d) 
and was in the following terms— 

“The managers of the school shall provide 
the schoolhouse free of any charge, except for 
the teacher's dwelling-house (if any), to the 
local education authority for use as a public 
elementary school, and shall, out of funds 
provided by them, keep the school in good 
repair, and make such alterations and improve- 
ments in the buildings as may he reasonably 
required by the local education authority, 
provided that such damage as the local 
authority consider to be due to fair wear and 
tear in the use of any room in the schoolhouse 
for the purpose of a public elementary school 
shall be made gvod by the local education 
authority.” 

No notice was required. It did not 
need any great legal knowledge in order 
to interpret that sub-section. If on 


Mr. Brynmor Jones. 
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the morning of the appointed day the 
schoolhouse was not in repair the, local 
education authority had absolutely no 
duty towards a non-provided school at all, 
and if the school was in good repair on 
the appointed day, and it was allowed 
by the managers to fall out of repa:r 
afterwards, any obligation the local edu- 
cation authority had ceased automatically 
in accordance with the plain interpreta- 
tion of this Act of Parliament. He 
thought the hon. and learned Gentle- 
man was endeavouring to confuse the 
mind of the House in regard to the two 
distinct conditions contained in Sub- 
section (d). Quite apart from the ques- 
tion of good repair, a local education 
authority might go and look at a school- 
house and say, “‘ We do not think this a 
fit and proper house for an elementary 
school, and we are going to demand that 
you shall make such alterations and im- 
provements as we think reasonable.” 
That was exactly what had been done 
if it were said that notice was required 
on the question of repairs. It so hap- 
pened that the committee in this case was 
so careful that before the appointed 
day they had actually, at their own 
expense, taken the trouble to investigate 
the conditions of every non-provided 
schoolhouse in Merionethshire, and, in 
his opinion, so far from being in de- 
fault in the matter they were a little 
over-zealous. 


Mr. DUKE (Plymouth) : Will the hon. 
and learned Gentleman say whether in 
fact the local education authority re- 
quired any board of managers to execute 
any repairs or alterations / 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES: Yes, they 
did, but he could not speak about every 
one of the twenty-four schools. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE : Yes, they did 


in every one of the twenty-four. 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES said he be- 
lieved that some had become provided 
schools, and that there were now only 
twenty-one non-provided schools. But 
in regard to every one of those, before the 
appointed day surveyors and archi- 
tects, appointed by the local education 
authority at their expense, went over the 
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and improvements. His hon. 





schools, and not only gave to each body 
of managers a specification, not of the 
required repairs, but of defects in the 
structure, but gave notice what they 
thought would be reasonable alterations 
friend 
the Secretary to the Board of Educa- 


tion, he thought, must have many letters 


of appeal from managers of non-provided 
schools in regard to this matter. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY to rue BOARD or EDUCATION 
(Sir WiLLtam Anson, Oxford University) : 
Not so during that period. 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES said that 
that led up exactly to his next point. 
He had the honour to place the con- 
struction of Section 7 of the Act of 1902 
which he had just given before Lord 
Londonderry and the hon. Baronet 
the Secretary to the Board of Education 
at a meeting upstairs, and it was also 
put by the clerk to the county council 
in his reply to the first threatening 
letter which was written by the Board 
of Education. Their contention was 
that unless on the appointed day a non- 
provided school was in repair, and un- 
less the managers of the non-provided 
school complied with the reasonable 
requirements of the county council 
committee on elucation in regard to 
alterations or improvements, no obliga- 
tion attached to the county council. 


That was a perfectly clear conten- 
tion, and although the hon. Member 
for Stretford advanced a_ different 


view that night, that contention was 
not contradicted by the Board of Edu- 
cation. The reply dated March 3lst, 
1905, was— 

“ Sir,—Adverting to previous correspondence 
respecting the claims made upon your authority 
by the managers of voluntary schools in the 
county of Merioneth, I am to say that the 
Board of Education regret that no satisfactory 
explanation of the matters in question has 
been offered on behalf of the authority, as 
required in the Board’s previous letter.’ 

No contradiction of the previous 
proposition, definite, fairly urged, and 
leading up to the demand which he made 
on behalf of the committee for a fair 
and impartial arbitration—— 

*Str WILLIAM ANSON: What is 
the proposition ? 
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Mr. BRYNMOR JONES said that 
the proposition was that the Board of 
Education were misconstruing the Act 
of Parliament ; that they did not under- 
stand what the meaning of the words 
“so long as” was. The letter, which 
was signed by Mr. Kingsford, then went 
on to lay down what he thought the 
hon. and learned Baronet would greatly 
regret to affirm either in that House or 
in a Court of justice. It reminded 
those to whom it was addressed that 
the expenses in question were in respect 
of the period to November Ist, 1904, 
and— 

“‘That the reason, and the only reason, 
given by your authority during that period 
for not adequately maintaining these schools 
was a resolution of your county council not to 
provide any funds from local rates towards the 
maintenance of voluntary schools. It was 
contended by your authority during that 
period ” 


the letter continued— 


“that these schools did not comply with 
Section 7. 1 D, of the Act of 1902, and that 
they could not, therefore, in their view legally 
be maintained. On the contrary, you applied 
for and received the Parliamentary grants in 
respect of these schools.” 


Now, he would ask the hon. and 
learned Baronet, who was a great lawyer 
and the author of a book on contracts 
and another on the law and custom 
of the Constitution, which were held 
in well-deserved reverence by the pro- 
fession to which he belonged, whether 
he would maintain that the doctrine of 
waiver applied to a public rate-levying 
and rate-controlling authority? Would 
the hon. Baronet assert that there was 
any privity of contract between the 
county council created under the Act 
of 1888, the Board of Education, and 
the managers of non-provided schools ? 
He understood that the hon. Baronet 
disclaimed that there was. He quite 
expected that so great an authority 
would not answer the question in a 
sense contrary to that which he was 
submitting to the House. What was 
the position? How could this public 
rating authority waive any condition 
laid down in an Act of Parliament ? 
But if the county council of Merioneth 
did that—supposing the present county 


‘council resolved that the schoolhouses 


of non-provided schools were not in 


good repair, and applied the ratepayers’ 
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money to put them in good condition— 
would the hon. Baronet say that that 
would be a good and legal act? Then 
why should not the hon. Baronet allow 
the point to be submitted to a Court 
of justice? However, he would not per- 
sue this process of cross-examination 
with the hon. Baronet. Their contention 
was that they were not in default, and 
the correspondence that had taken place 
showed that the Board of Education 
had entirely misinterpreted the Act of 
Parliament so far as Section 7 was con- 
cerned. 


Turning from the question whether 
there was or was not default, he 
would like to tell the Government that 
they were now face to face with the 
problems which hon. Members on that 
side of the House warned them about 
in 1902 and 1903. These county 
councils were corporations, and _ cor- 
porations had played a very great 
part in the history of this country. 
Indeed, nobody knew better than the hon. 
Baronet that that was true. There 
was once a Government that tried to 
destroy the City of London, and they 
sent all sorts of learned counsel to the 
Courts, and they ultimately got a writ 
of quo warranto, but in the very long 
report in the State trials the reporter 
added a note to this effect— 


“Tt does not appear that this writ was ever 
actually executed.” 


It never was executed in the City of 
London, and before three years had gone 
by the revolution of 1688 had taken 
place. [Ironical MinisteR1aL laughter.] 
All right ; they wanted another revolu- 
tion in Wales, and perhaps before three 
years were out the hon. Baronet would 
be very sorry he had ever entered into 
this disputation with the county of 
Merioneth. He begged to support the 
Motion. 


*Mr. DUKE said that if there was not 
so much talk about insurrection it would 
be much easier for the County Council of 
Merioneth and the managers of the non- 
provided schools to settle the matter 
between them. Instead of reading 
Section 7 of the Act of 1902, and trying 
to understand it and apply it, hon. 
Gentlemen opposite appeared to be 
devoting their time to getting up a sort of 


Mr. Brynmor Jones. 
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spurious insurrection in Wales, and in 


the House they talked about the sacred 
rights of conscience and the liberties of 
the subject. The hon. and learned 
Gentleman opposite threatened that 
there would be a revolution in Wales 
compared with which even the revolu- 
tion of 1688 would be little more than a 
circumstance. Perhaps it could be 
avoided by a little consideration of the 
true position in Wales. The practical 
question was whether, unless the mana- 
gers of a voluntary school did what the 
local authorities considered they ought 
to do, without any requisition as to 
repairs, all the grants could be stopped. 
Mere lawyers in matters of this kind 
looked at what would be the practical 
effect of the doctrine proposed. The 
contention would reduce the Act of 1902 
to an absurdity. Repairs would not be 
done for want of money, and until they 
were done no money would be paid. 
Nobody dreamt when the Act was 
passed that there would be absolute 
harmony between the local authorities 
and the managers of voluntary schools, 
and therefore it was provided that, if 
any difference arose under Section 7, 
that difference should be decided by the 
Board of Education. That did not suit 
Gentlemen opposite, They wanted 
arbitrations or actions at law. — Per- 
haps some of the ratepayers would be 
willing to spend their money in going 
to the Law Courts, but he was not sure 
that the minority, for whose protection 
the provision was required, would be 
willing to withdraw this matter from the 
plain mode of procedure that was laid 
down in the Act. 


But the real matter in dispute was 
not the state of repair of certain 
schools ; it lay much deeper. In June, 
1903, there was a proposal before the 
County Council of Merioneth to make an 
education rate of 10d., but 14d. was struck 
off because the council had decided not to 
support the non-provided schools. That 
was the beginning of the present agita- 
tion. In December, 1903, the county 
council met and adopted certain resolu- 
tions, and the first of them was this— 

““That this council adheres to its resolution 
passed at the meeting held in Dolgelly in 
June, 1903, not to levy a rate for the 


maintenance of non-provided schools within 
the county until” 
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—What? Until they were put in a state 
of repair? Nothing of the sort— 
“until such schools are placed fully under 
popular control, and all religious tests imposed 
upon teachers are abolished.” : 
Now, they could meet hon. Members on 
that question. 
discussion of the Act of 1902. [Hon. 
MeMBERS on the Opposition Benches : 
“No, closured.”] It would have to be 


fought out again. And this was to be kept | 


as a bone of contention, and if necessary 
the education of the children was to be 
sacrificed in order to fight out a secular 
battle in which hon. Gentlemen had 
been engaged under a profession of interest 
in education. [Hon. MempBers on the 
Oppostt10oN Benches: “ Oh.” | It was not 
2 question of painting and papering and 
whitewashing, but hon. Gentlemen were 
using the question of the repair of these 
schools in order to bring under review 
the policy of the Act of 1902, and if 
possible to secure its repeal. The inter- 
ests of education were being sacrificed 
for Party considerations. 


Mr. ELLIS GRIFFITH (Anglesey) 
sild the hon. and learned Gentleman who 
had just sat down had spoken with a 
warmth of indignation not generally 
shown by him in debate in the House. 
It must be a matter of regret to those of 
them who represented Welsh constitu- 
encies that the few Tory Members from 
Wales had not availed themselves of the 
opportunity of discussing this question. 
He was sure that the pride of himself 
and his hon. friends in the fewness of 
their number would be much greater in 
the next Parliament. The hon. and 
learned Member for Plymouth, who had 
spoken with ostentatious ignorance-—he 
thought it was an exhibition of humour— 
would not enable them to get nearer a 
settlement by suggesting that Welsh 
Members were fighting something under 
a profession of interest in education 
when they were really animated by some 
other motive. 

The operation of the Act of 1902, 
and the subr«yuent Act of 1904, 
proved, in the main, what the Welsh 
Members told the Government at the 
time, that they could not in the long run 
legislate successfully against the wishes 
of the people they were legislating for. 
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| Now, it must be remembered that the 
| Default Act was a supplementary remedy. 
| There was another remedy, that of man- 
damus. Why did not the Parliamentary 
Secretary to the Board of Education put 
a mandamus in operation? The hon. 
Baronet was not only a legislator, but an 
administrator, and surely he could do 
something to settle some of these 
differences of opinion between the local 
education authority and the managers of 
non-provided schools. There were five 
schools where the difficulty had arisen, 
and as he understood it the sum of £364 
had been deducted in respect of those 
five schools. The average attendance 
thereat was 17, 24, 78, 56, and 14, making 
a total average attendance in the five 
schools of 189 children. The hon. 
Baronet had deducted nearly £2 per 
child for the children in average attend - 
ance. The total grant earned by those 
schools in 1902 was £385, therefore he 
had deducted a sum very nearly equal 
to the total sum earned in Government 
grants by those five schools in 1902. He 
ventured to ask whether the hon. Baronet 
was prepared to say that any one of those 
five schools was in a fit and proper state 
of repair, and would he say that all five 
were in a fit and proper state of repair, 
because he could not look at the Report 
without coming to the conclusion that 
they were in a grave state of want of 
repair. Would the hon. Baronet also say 
that the whole sum spent in 1902 on 
those five schools exceeded £15? They 
had taken a strong standpoint on this 
question. The Act operated harshly 
on all parties. It was a harsh thing to 
levy rates in order to support those 
schools, which were Church schools in 
management and in doctrine; these 
were Church schools so far as the 
managers were concerned, and yet were 
schools provided for the education of 
Nonconformist children, partly supported 
by rates paid by Nonconformist parents. 


He asked the House to say that the 
Welsh people had taken a proper attitude 
—and what the Prime Minister would 
call a conscientious attitude—upon this 
question. By his speech of 15th July, 
1904, the Prime Minister showed that he 
had formed a conscientious opinion on 
this question. He did not know whether 
the right hon. Gentleman had formed a 
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conscientious conviction upon it, but, in 
any event, why were they not also to be 
allowed conscientious opinions in the 
matter’ He asked the Parliamentary 
Secretary to say that the local authority 
not only had no duty, but it had no right 
to maintain these school out of the rates. 
It was a waste of public money to support 
them. He would also ask him to say 
whether in each cf these five schools it 
was not the fact that they were out of 
repair and required a great deal of 
alteration to make them fit for the 
children. The authorities were doing 
their best for the children by insisting 
that fit and proper schools should be 
provided for them. He sul mitted that 
they were under no obligation to main- 
tain these schools until they had been put 
into a fit and proper state of repair, and 
that there had been no default on their 
part within the meaning of the Act. 


Lieur.-COLONEL PRYCE-JONES (Mont 
gomery Boroughs) said the matter at 
issue was a very small one. The minority 
in Wales had done its best to urge the 
majority in the county council to ad- 
minister the Act fairly and justly, but 
they claimed that the majority had not 
administered it as they should have 
done. The question was whether the 
House of Commons was to be omnipotent 
or whether the county council majorities 
were to take its place. Only the other 
. day a deputation waited on the Minister 
of Education, and the gist of the whole 
proceedings was to be found in the 
question asked by Lord Londonderry 
as to whether if the schools were put 
in a fit and proper state of repair the 
authorities would maintain them. He 
was sorry to say that his hon. friends 
opposite refused to give a definite answer 
to that question. The minority were 
perfectly prepared not to ask for rate- 
aid if their schools were not in reasonable 
repair. They were perfectly prepared 
to abide by the consequences of the Act, 
but he for one would never have sat silent 
while the Bill of 1902 passed through the 
House if he had had any idea that his hon. 
friends opposite would have taken the 
extreme course they had adopted in this 
matter. They knew they were in the 
minority and that they were in the hands 
of the majority, but they never dreamed 
that the majority would have tyranrised 
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over them as they had done. He appealed 
to the House of Commons to support 
the Churchmen and Nonconformists, the 
Conservatives and Liberals, of Wales who 
desired that the Act should be fairly, 
squarely, and justly administered in the 
Principality. He asked the House to 
uphold its omnipotence, its power, and 
its influence, and not to allow the county 
councils of Wales to set so bad an example 
to future legislation and future reforms, 
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Throughout the’ debate on the Billjin 
1902 hon. Members opposite fought hard 
for what they wanted, viz.,control, and the 
Prime Minister and those who comprised 
the Government at that time stated 
that they were given control by the Bill, 
Hon. Members then would not allow 
that they had that power, but he ap- 
pealed to the common sense and equity 
of the House, and asked whether sufficient 
control had not been given. The author- 
ities could afford if they liked to ad- 
minister the Act justly, and they could 
get almost everything they wanted be- 
cause their control was so great. They 
had the power of putting in anv number 
of pin-pricks, and all they had to do was 
to wait and to be tolerant in the matter, 
He, personally, was not in favour of any 
reform of the Education Act until a 
fair trial had been given to it. He asked 
hon. Members opposite whether in the 
event of their Party coming into power 
they would be in a better position than 
they enjoyed under the present Goveri- 
ment. He asserted that their position 
would be more difficult their 
Government would have the support of 
the Irish Members, whilst the Churchmen 
on their own side would be against them. 
He thanked the House for a fair hearing, 
and hoped for the sake of the House of 
Commons, and for the sake of justice, 
hon. Members would do all in their power 
to induce in a friendly way the Welsh 
county councils to administer the Act. 


because 


*Sir WILLIAM ANSON said he cer- 
tainly had no reason to complain of the 
tone in which the mover and seconder 
of the adjournment had introduced this 
subject. If he failed to reply to all the 
legal questions which were addressed to 
him by the hon. and learned Member 
for the Swansea Disrict it was because he 
deemed it inadvisable to try and answer 
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off-hand legal conundrums carefully pre- 
pared, of a somewhat recondite and 
academic character, and not specially 
pearing on the subject before them. He 
assured those who had spoken on the other 
side of the House that it was with no 
light heart, and not without a very grave 
sense of responsibility, that the Board of 
Education came to the conclusion that 
they must—in response to the demands 
of managers for the repayment to them 
of moneys which they had expended, 
and which ought to have been provided 
for them by the local education authority 
—repay to the managers the moneys so 
expended, and must make the corre- 
sponding deduction from the payment 
which would otherwise have been made 
to the local education authority. He 
had hoped that matters were settling 
down in Wales and that the Education 
Act was being administered throughout 
the Principality. Even in Merioneth 
itself they had had every reason to hope 
that the Act was being administered, 
and it had been since the late autumn 
of last vear. The particular period 
to which the transactions under 
onsideration referred was the period 
fom the end of September, 1905, 
vhen the appointed day for Merioneth 
came, until the end of October, 1904. 
During that period arrears accumulated 
which should have been met by the 
local education authority, and for pay- 
ment of which managers made constant 
ind urgent appeals to the Board of 
Education. 


\ good dealhad been said on the subject 
of repair, and he was asked whether they 
iad had appeals from managers on that 
subject during the period in question. 
The correspondence which passed be- 
tween the Board of Education and the 
local education authority during that 
period consisted simply of a reference to 
the local authority of the demands of 
managers for the maintenance due to 
them, and in response enclosures from the 
local education authority of resolutions 
which they had passed to the effect that 
they would raise no rate in order to assist 
in the maintenance of voluntary schools. 
During that time the Parliamentary 
grants were applied for and obtained by 
the local education authority in respect 
of those schools, but nothing else than the | 


amount of those grants—which when 
paid to the local authority passed at once 
into the general county funds—no other 
payments were made to the managers of 
voluntary schools in Merionethshire. 
Something had been said regarding the 
surveyors’ reports. It was perfectly true 
that before the appointed day the County 
Council of Merioneth went to the expense 
of having all the schools, voluntary and 
council, surveyed throughout the area, 
and the report made by the surveyor to 
the local education authority was, in 
the case of these schools, forwarded to 
the managers of the schools, but no com- 
ment was made, no suggestion that anv 
of the requirements should be put into 
effect, whether they were for alterations 
and improvements, or whether they were 
for repairs. There had been nothing 
throughout the whole period with which 
he was dealing to suggest that the subject 
of repairs was present to the mind of the 
local education authority as a reason for 
not maintaining the schools. It was not 
until December of last vear that the local 
education authority, writing to the Board 
to say that they were now maintaining 
the schools, announced that they should 
hold themselves entitled to discontinue 
the maintenance if reasonable require- 
ments for alterations and improvements 
were not carried into effect. 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES: Was it 
the local education authority that wrote 
the letter 7 


*Str WILLIAM ANSON said it was 
either the authority or their recognised 
agent. Nothing was then said about re- 
pairs. What they had before them during 
that time was the announcement by the 
local authority that it would raise no rate 
for the maintenance of voluntary schools. 
There was consequently a grave doubt 
in the minds of managers as to whether 
they would be maintained by the local 
authority. There was no request made 
through them either for repairs, or for 
alterations and improvements, as any 
condition of maintenance; and at the 
same time there was a demand, or rather 
a request, signed by the representative 
'of the local education authority, to the 
Board of Education for the Parliamen- 
tary grants, which were only due if the 
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schools complied with the requirements 
of the Education Act under Section 7, 
is, by which managers were required 
to keep schools in good repair, The 
lceal authorities, therefore, admitted that 
these schools were in goed repair. With- 
out labouring a point of law as to whether 
the question of repairs was waived by 
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the local authority, it seems a matter of , 


honesty and common sense that if any- 
One obtains money by certifying to the 
existence of certain facts he could not 
turn round afterwards and deny those 
facts. But as to the fact of repairs he 
was prepared to state, in contradic- 
tion, he was afraid, to what had 
been alleged by hon. Members on the 
other side of the House, that with two 
exceptions—one certainly and one doubt- 
ful—the voluntary schools throughout 
Merionethshire were in a fit state for the 
reception of children for the purposes 
of elementary educaiion without risk 
to their health, comfort, or convenience. 
‘the exceptions were Festiniog, which 
was condemned, and the school near 
Lianelltyd,which was under consideration, 
for there was a question of whether 
the managers could carry out on the site 
of the school the repairs and alterations 
which would be necessary to turn it into 
a suitable school, or whether it would be 
better to abandon the school and have a 
new one erected on a new site. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE : On whose 
authority did they come to that con- 
clusion ? 


*Sir_ WILLIAM ANSON: 
quired into the matter ourselves. 


We in- 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE : Was any 
notice given to the local authority that 
an inquiry was being instituted? This 
is the first we have heard if it. 


*Sir WILLIAM ANSON said the 
county council surveyor went round and 
surveyed the schools and reported on 
them, and when this question arose the 
Board of Education thought it desirable 
that they should satisfy themselves as 
to the condition of the schools, and they 
had done so. With regard to the Holy- 
well School in Flintshire, which had been 
referred to, all he could say was that the 


Sir William Anson. 
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Board of Education had been Waiting 
for, he thought, months to get an answer 
from the local education authority to 
inquiries addressed to them as to what 
they thought desirable in respect of the 
school. He was bound to say that, 
as regarded the bulk of the council schools 
and of the voluntary schools in Merioneth, 
thev were alike fit for the purposes of 
public elementary schools, although 
they were both susceptible of improve- 
ment. He had read the reports of the 
county surveyors, and they did not bear 
out the description given by the hon. 
Member for Anglesey. He had also 
statements of what had been done by 
managers of the schools during the past 
few months, and the schools were being 
put into a condition which would satisfy 
the requirements of the local education 
authority, and he was not aware that in 
every case the recommendations of the 
surveyor of the county council had been 
carried out in respect of the council 
schools. He was quite ready to admit, 
however, that Merioneth had done more 
than some Welsh local authorities in 
the way of putting its council schools 
into a decent and proper condition. The 
question of what was meant by good 
repair must surely be a matter of cir- 
cumstance and of the particular require- 
ments which the building was intended 
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to meet. They must ask the plain 
question. Could the children remain 
for the necessary number of hours 


in the school in reasonable comfort 
and in conditions which were not detri- 
mental to health? He wassatisfied that 
in all the schools exe: pt the two to which 
he had refcrred the children could be 
taught without risk to their health, com- 
fort, or convenience. 


Then what were the rights of the local 
authority ? The local education authority 
was clearly not entitled to say that 
because a window was broken or one 
or two tiles were off the roof, or the 
walls needed a coat of paint or a door was 
off its hinges the school must go off 
the list for Parliamentary grants. These 
things could be remedied in twenty-four 
hours or a few days, and reasonable 
notice must be given and time allowed. 
Was it possible to have two standards of 
good repair—one for voluntary schools 
and one for council schools? |He was 
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afraid that some of the local author- | 
ities in Wales would be put to very con- | 
siderable expense in the provision of new 
schools if the Board of Education were 
to treat their schools as they proposed | 
to treat the voluntary schools. Were | 
there two standards? He believed that 
in Merioneth itself some of the recom- 
mendations of the surveyor had not been 
carried out in the council schools. He 
tumed to the neighbouring county of 
Denbigh, where the council surveyed 
the voluntary schools before the appointed 
day. It had not yet appointed anyone 
to survey the council schools. Last year | 
the Board had a long discussion with the 
local authority and the managers of a 
public elementary voluntary school at 
Pontypridd. The Board of Education 
determined that some alterations must be 
carried out as required by the local 
authority, but recognised the great 
difficulty of doing so on the existing site 
of the school. He went to see the school 
himself, and came to the conclusion that, 
owing to its position, its structure, lighting, 
and ventilation, it was quite impossible 
to make a decent school of it, and 
that it must be abandoned. It was 
transferred to the council, and the 
first thing the local authority did 
was to write to the Board of Education 
and request that the school should be 
allowed to remain in statu for two years. 
In the county of Carnarvon there were at 
least twenty-five schools concerning which 
the Board of Education had been in 
communication from time to time with 
the local authority; and there were 
several schools which were seriously at 
fault in respect of repair and sanitary 
condition, and the Board of Education 
had the greatest difficulty in obtaining any 
attention from the local education autho- 
rity concerned in respect of these schools. 
He would give an account of one case. 
The inspector having reported offices 
to be offensive, the playground unfit 
lor drilling exercises, unsatisfactory ven- 
tilation in girls’ cloak-room and lighting 
of infants’ room, signs of damp on 
school walls, and minor defects, the 
Board inquired on January 27th, 1905, 
of the county council what steps they 
were taking, but had received no reply. 
In a second case strictures on the 
premises had been passed in inspector's 
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reports for the last few years. In 1902 
he reported that another class - room 
was needed, and that the present par- 
tition was unsatisfactory for purposes 
of lighting and supervision and needed 
alteration, that rooms were insufficiently 


lighted, walls damp, and the cloak- 
room not ventilated. These remarks 


were repeated in October, 1904, and on 
January 25th, 1905, the Board requested 
information as to council’s proposals. 
After six weeks delay they were in- 
formed that the council’s architect had 
been instructed to prepare plans of the 
alterations necessary. In another case 
the inspector reported that the play- 
ground was in an unsatisfactory state, 
mud and water had collected at the 
entrance to the offices, and that a drain 
was not in good order. The Board 
requested that immediate steps should 
be taken, and after a delay of three 
weeks the local education authority 
replied that, owing to extreme pressure 
of work in their architect’s department, 
they could not attend to this matter. 
In regard to another case under the 
control of the Carnarvon County Coun- 
cil, in his report for the year 1903 the 
county council were informed by the 
inspector that the ventilating and warm- 
ing were unsatisfactory, while the floor 
was worn and the drains required atten- 
tion. He referred to the report of the 
county surveyor for further defects in 
the premises and equipment. On Nov- 
ember 24th, 1904, His Majesty’s inspector 
reported that no steps had been taken to 
remedy the defects in the premises. On 
February 8th, 1905, the Board asked to 
be informed of the proposals of the county 
council for remedying these defects, 
and were told a month later that the 
decision of that body had been deferred 
to their next meeting. On March 10th 
the Board sent the county council a 
special report on the premises. No 
answer had been received. He would 
not follow the history of Carnar- 
vonshire further, but he imight  re- 
mind the hon. Member for Carnarvon 
the next time he indulged in rhetorical 
expressions abou* pure dogma and foul 
drains, that he must recollect that the 
absence of dogma was not inconsistent 
with very unsatisfactory sanitary con- 
ditions. 
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Was this outcry abo«t repairs genuine. 
When Lord Londonderry asked the de- 
putation from Merionethsnire whether if 
the premises had been in good repair the 
school would have been maintained, no 
answer was given. 
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Mr. BRYNMOR JONES said the 
question was put to his client behind his 
back. He said one county council could 
not bind other county councils any 
more than this Parliament was going to 
bind the next. 


*Str WILLIAM ANSON said the 
question was addressed to a deputation 
representing the Merioneth County 
Council, and no answer was received. It 
was true that the deputation had the 
assistance of the hon. and learned Member, 
but that did not close their mouths 
altogether. He asked hon. Members 
opposite whether this was not a somewhat 
unworthy pretext for declining to carry 
out their legal obligations to maintain 
the voluntary schools. He did not desire 
to minimise the religious difficulty. He 
knew the Nonconformists considered 
they had grievances under the Education 
Act. But he asked them to remember 
that they were as nothing compared with 
the grievances sufiered by many members 
of the English Churcn and all Roman 
Catholics before the Act of 1902. Did 
they seriously think that the cause of 
- religion, or the cause of education, or even 
the cause of political Party, was served 
by making these innocent and unfor- 
tunate children the victims of their 
endeavour to starve out or to distress 
the voluntary schools ? 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said the hon. 
Baronet, in replying to an_ interpel- 
lation about county Merioneth, had 
entered into a long disquisition as 
to the state of the schools in the 
county of Carnarvon. Some hon. 
Members seemed to think that was 
relevant, and if it was relevant he was 
prepared with an answer, for he 
happened to know something of the 
county of Carnarvon, and he would tell 
the House exactly what the facts were, 
An impartial report was made by the 
surveyor on the state of the provided 
and non-provided schools, and for each 


class of schools £12,000 was required for 
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repairs. The county council instantly 
put in hand the repairs for their schools, 
and at the last meeting which he attended 
they resolved to borrow £17,000 for the. 
purpose, £5,000 more than the surveyop’s 
estimate. Of course the money could 
not be laid out at once, but it had been 
raised. That was how the county council 
of Carnarvonshire carried out its leg» 
obligations with regard to repairs. But 
what had the non-provided schools 
done? The managers of the non-pro- 
vided schools had only spent £2,000, and 
the county council up to the present had 
not served them with notice and only 
discontinued one school, showing con- 
siderable indulgence to managers who 
had only carried out a sixth of the re- 
quired repairs, and this indulgence had 
been requited by a sneer, without any in- 
formation as to the facts. The other day 
an attack was made upon the action of 
the Carnarvonshire County Council by a 
rather foolish person at a Church bazaar, 
and instantly the Church members of the 
education committee got up and pro- 
tested, saying that the county council had 
treated the Church schools exceedingly 


well. But after the way in which the 
hon. Baronet had spoken of their conduct 
they would know how much - grati- 
tude to expect for any indulgence 
they might show to the non-provided 
schools. However, that matter was 
absolutely irrelevant, as the question 


raised had reference*to Merioneth, 


The Board of Education had put into 
operation the Coercion Act to compel 
Merioneth to obey the law. How had 
the Board themselves obeyed the law? 
Eighteen months or two years ago 
notices were served on all the managers 
of non-provided schools in Merioneth 
that their school buildings were out of 
repair, and with the notices were particu- 
lars of the repairs and alterations de- 
manded by the local education authority. 
The authority was not entitled to main- 
tain the schools if they were out of re- 
pair, but the hon. Baronet had evaded 
that question. It was a condition pre- 
cedent in his own Act of Parliament. It 
was all very well to say it was a question 
of consideration and common-sense 
when it was a question of compelling 
managers to obey the law, but when it 
was a matter affecting Nonconformists 








ly 
Is, 
ed 
he: 


Id 
en 
ci] 


he 


te 





Education (Local Authority 


393 


{15 May 1905} 


Default) Act, 1904. 394 


it was the law that had to be enforced. | truth was that the Board of Education 
The default had not arisen in respect of | themselves had taken no trouble to 
what had. happened in the last few/compel these managers to administer 


months but in respect of the time when 
then took not the slightest steps to put 
their schools in repair. The hon. 


3aronet admitted that since November | 


salaries had been paid. 
November the default arose, and 
was the time when no repairs were 
The hon. Baronet said he 
was satisfied the schoo!s were not out of 
repair. but how had he satisfied himself ? 
How did the Board of Education carry 
out its own Act? It was a Court of 
Appeal.and should act as an impartial 
tribunal between the 
authority and the managers, but how 
had it done this ? 
the local education authority, and without 
notice to surveyor or medical officer, 
the Board sent down Mr. Kingsford, a 
clerk in the Department, who sat in 
judgment on the reports of surveyor, 
architect, and medical officer, told the 
managers to take no notice of the requisi- 
tions of the education authority, and 
just indicated to them the sort of thing 
ie considered satisfactory. He asked 
the Prime Minister whether that was his 
opinion of the way in which the Act should 
he administered. Did he think it satis- 


It was prior to 


executed. 


In the absence of | 


| Carnarvon. 
that | 


education | 


the Act. The Board had insisted upon 
a report on the provided schools, but 
they had never made any investigation 
with regard to the voluntary schools of 
They were simply spies on 
the provided schools. He was not going 
to say, and never had said, that this was 
purely a question of repairs. The only 
point he put with regard to repairs was 


that, if the Board of Education were 
going to insist on local authorities 


administering the law, they must respect 
the law themselves. The Board of 
Education had received many reports 


|in the past from their own inspectors as 


|schools in 
|taken no notice of them, but went on 
| paying the grants. 


to the insanitary condition of voluntary 
Carnarvonshire. They had 


On the authority 


'of the late Secretary to the Board of 


| denied. 


factory that a clerk should go down to | 
give an opinion on an architectural | 


question, or on the sanitary condition ofa 
building, and reverse the decision of 
experts @ 


*Str WILLIAM ANSON said that Mr. 
Kingsford merely accompanied the in- 
spector for convenience of more direct 
communication with the Board at White- 


hall. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE asked how 
that improved matters. If there was a 
dispute between the local authority and 
the Board of Education on questions of 
structure and sanitation, was an in- 
spector—not a sanitary inspector, but an 
inspector of schools-—to decide ? If that 
was the opinion of the Government, 
he was not surprised that local authorities 
were beginning to defy them. It simply 
showed that they were making no 
attempt at all to administer the Act 
jairly as between parties. The plain 


| Minister 
| culties 


‘ducation, they had it that many reports 

adverse to the schools were sent back to 
be re-written, and that had never been 
And now the Board of Education 
lectured the local authorities in Wales 
and elsewhere on the duty of administer- 
ing the law. He was waiting to see 
what they were going to do with regard 
to the schools in London. 


After all, a much deeper question was 
involved. When the Act was being 
carried through the House the Prime 
was warned of the diffi- 

would have in _— getting 
the Act administered. He sapped the 
moral authority of the law by 
the conditions under which he carried 
it. No one had done more than he to 
bring the law and its administration into 
contempt in the last few years. He 


he 


| knew at the time that this Act was not 


| were repudiating it. 


demanded by the people. He had no 
mandate for carrying it. The people 
On the authority 


‘of the Member for West Birmingham 
|it was the most unpopular Act which 


this Government had passed, and that 
was saying a great deal. Was the 


| Prime Minister in these circumstances 
| not injuring the moral authority of the 


law by enforcing an Act of this kind in 
every particular when he knew perfectly 
well that, in the course of another year 
or two, the decision of this House of 
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Commons would be reversed upon the 
point? [“Oh.”] Could any hon. 
Member deny that ? Only last week the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
West Birmingham said it was a most un- 
popular Act, and attributed most of 
the defeats of the Government at by- 
elections to the feeling against it. He 
sincerely regretted the Prime Minister 
should not have shown a little more re- 
straint with regard to that Act. 


No one had been anxious to precipitate 
this strife in Wales. The responsible 
leaders of the Church Party did their best 
to persuade the Board of Education not to 
press it, and the Board of Education had 
done so simply at the request of the more 
irresponsible section of their supporters 
in Wales. Te hon. Member for the 
Montgomery Boroughs was the only 
Welsh Tory Member who had had the 
courage to speak in support of this Act, 
but even he did not appeal to the Govern- 
ment to put it into operation. Why had 
they done it? They knew perfectly 
well what would happen. Ii the Act were 
put into operation the local authority 
would e called upon to collect the 
deficiency. How were the local author- 
ity to collect the deficiency? Did the 
Government Imagine that a Nonconfor- 
mist county council like Merioneth were 
going to put their own friends in gaol 
on a matter in which they themselves felt 
strongly, and in regard to which they 
deeply sympathised with the conscien- 
tious convictions of their constituents ? 
It was a thing which no Government 
ought to impose upon a local authority. 
If they did it there was but one course 


open to the local authorities. There 
would be no defiance of the law. The 
local authorities would simply say, 


*“You must administer the Act your- 
self and collect the rates yourself.” 
Would the Government do it? Cer- 
tainly no county council in Wales would 
ever undertike so serious a responsibility. 
That was not a defiance of the law. It 
was simply a recognition that the Govern- 
ment was asking something at their 
hands which no Government had a right 
to ask of any municipality. No law in 
this country had any authority apart 
from the sanction of the peonle. [‘* Oh.”} 
Did hon. Members really think that they 
could carry Acts of Parliament in defiance 
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of the people? [** Yes.”] All he could 
say was that it was contrary to the 
spirit of the Constitution, and opposed 
to the liberties of the people, and he 
regretted that the Prime Minister should 
not have exercised his influence to re- 
strain the Board of Education in this 
matter. It would have been only a 
matter of twelve months at the outside, 
but he had declined to do so. 


The Prime Minister knew that he had no 
right to pass that Act after the declar.tion 
at the last election that Nonconformists 
could vote for the Government because 
nothing touching any controversial ques- 
tion, apart from South Africa, would be 
dealt with by them. The right hon. 
Member for West Birmingham, who 
alone got the Government elected, gave 
that pledge, and the people accepted it 
as a pledge given on behalf of the Govern- 
ment. The Prime Minister himself at 
Manchester and elsewhere declared that 
the South African War wasthe sole question 
before the electorate. Supposing the 
Leaders of the Opposition had gone to the 
country declaring that the misconduct of 
the war was the only question at issue, 
promising that no controversial questions 
should be dealt with, and then, having 
secured a majority, abolished the de- 
nominational schools, what would have 
been said by hon. Gentlemen opposite ? 
He apologised to his right hon. friends 
for suggesting, even for the sake of argu- 
ment, that they could be guilty of anything 
so thoroughly dishonourable. But the 
Government, having secured office by 
such tactics, had taken advantage of it 
to pass an Act of this kind, and were now 
trying to enforce it by coercion. He 
regretted that they should do it. 


They were bringing all this trouble upon 
a county which had made more sacrifices 
for education than any other county in 
the Kingdom. Although it was one of 
the poorest counties in the Kingdom, it 
had spent more money per head of the 
population for education than any other. 
Its provision for secondary schools was 
higher than that of Prussia, and treble 
that of any other English county. Most 
of this had been done by voluntary con- 
tributions and by their rating themselves, 
and to taunt the people of Merioneth with 
disregarding the interests of the education 
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of the children was unworthy, and cer- 
tainly such a taunt ought not to come 
from anybody who knew nothing about the 
circumstances. This county had made 
the most exemplary sacrifices for edu- 
cation, and it was the most law-abiding 
county in the whole of this kingdom. 
[*Oh, oh!” ] There was no county in 
the country where the Judges had less 
to do when they came down there than 
the county of Merioneth. The present 
head of the Board of Education had begun 
to dictate to a county like Merioneth 
what it should do in respect of the edu- 
cation of its children. He ventured to 
say that the Government had done 
nothing more foolish, nothing more 
illegal, than the action it was now 
taking. [Cries of “ Divide, divide !”’] 
He submitted to hon. Members opposite 
that they were entitled to a full investiga- 
tion of this case. The Government were 
putting into operation an Act which 
was not even debated in this House, and 
as they were not allowed to debate the 
Act, surely they were entitled to debate 
its administration. Even the hon. Baro- 
net opposite had refused to answer some 
simple Questions which had been put to 
him, and he had been obliged to admit 
that these schools were out of repair 
during the whole time that the county 
was in default; and yet he was putting 
into operation this Act when he knew 
perfectly well that if there was any il- 
legality it was in giving grants to those 
schools at all. It was useless appealing 
to the Government. 
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The hon. and learned Member for Stret- 
ford had asked for the suggestion of a 
compromise and of terms. The Welsh 
Members offered the identical terms which 
the hon. and learned Member had suggested 
that evening. The laity of the Church and 
the Bishop of the diocese were prepared 
to accept them, and only the clergy re- 
fused. Yet the Government were creating 
strife in a county without the slightest 
investigation of the circumstances. They 
asked for an inquiry, and what did they 
get? The Government sent down a 
clerk from the Board of Educatien to find 
out what was the minimum of repair that 
could be done. Had the Government 
ever inquired into the circumstances ? 
Did they know the conditions? In 
one school, out of the entire total of 
children in attendance, only six were 
Church children, and in another school 
only three were Church children. In 
a third school there were only two Church 
children, and in a fourth there was not 
a single Church child at all. And yet 
there could not be any Nonconformists 
on the foundation management, they 
were disqualified like lunatics, bankrupts, 
and criminals. It was monstrous that 
an Act of this kind should be put into 
operation, and he was glad that his hon. 
friend had called the attention of the 
House to this question. 
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Question put, 


The House divided :—Ayes, 113; Noes, 
211. (Division List No. 159.) 
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M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Norman, Henry 

Nussey, Thomas Wilians 
Parrott, William 
Partington, Oswald 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 

Rea, Russell 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Robson, William Snowdon 
Rose, Charles Day 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus Henrylden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Rt. Hn. Hugh. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn.Sir H. 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J.(Manchr. 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. HnGerald W( Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Beach, Rt.Hn.Sir Michael Hicks 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M 

. Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Bingham, Lord 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Bowles, Lt.-Col. H.F.(Middle’x 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brown, Sir Alex. H. (Shropsh. ) 
Brymer, William Ernest 

Bull, William James 
Butcher, John George 
Campbell. J.H.M.(DublinUniv. 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V. C. W.(Derbyshr. 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, RtHnJ.A.(Worc. 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive. Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hn. Thos: H. A. FE. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Colomb, Rt. Hn. Sir John C. R. 
Craig,Charles Curtis (Antrim,S. 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Rt. Hn. Sir Savile 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 


-| Runciman, Walter 


Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Slack, John Bamford 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 

Soares, Ernest J. 


| Strachey, Sir Edward 


Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe 
Tennant, Harold John 


| Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. 


Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan,E. 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Villiers, Ernest Amherst 


| Wallace, Robert 
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Denny, Colonel 

Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale,Rt. Hn. Sir Joseph C. 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Dyke, Rt.Hon.Sir William Hart 


| Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
| Fellowes, RtHn. AilwynEdward 


Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 


| Finlay,Sir R. B.(Inv’rn’ssB’ghs 
| Fisher, William Hayes 
| Fison, Frederick William 


Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Flower, Sir Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 


| Galloway, William Johnson 


Gardner, Ernest 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 

Godson, Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hn. J. E (Elgin& Nairn 
Gore, Hn. 8. F. Ormsby- 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 


| Goschen, Hn. George Joachim 
Graham, Henry Robert 


Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, SirE. W.(B rySEdm’nds 
Gretton, John 

Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt HnLord G(Midd’x 
Hamilton, Marqof (L’nd’nderry 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashford 
Harris, F.Leverton(Tynem’th) 


| Harris, Dr. Fredk. R. (Dulwich) 


Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Sir James (Sta ffordsNW 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, SirA.(Stafford, W.) 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robt. T. 


' Hickman, Sir Alfred 
| Hoare, Sir Samuel 


Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope, J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 


| Howard, J. Kent (Faversham) 


Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hunt, Rowland 


| Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred 


{ Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 

, Warner, Thomas Courtenay T, 
| Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
Wason, John Cathcart(Orkney) 
White, George (Norfolk)  ~ 

White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wills, Arthur Walters(N. Dorset 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Woodhouse, SirJ.T.(Huddersf'd 


' TELLERS FOR THR AYES—Mr, 
Osmond Williams and Mr. 
Herbert Roberts. 


Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt.Hn. Col. W. 
Kimber, Sir Henry 
Lambton, Hn. Frederick Wm. 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Sir Joseph(Monm’th 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant (YorksNR 
Lee, Arthur H (Hants. Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt.Hn. Walter (Bristol, § 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb. Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver,Sir Lewis (EdinburghW 
Malcolm, Ian 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Maxwell, Rt.Hn.SirH. E(Wigt’n 
Maxwell, W. J. H( Dumfriesshr. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Milvain, Thomas 
Montagu, G. (Huntington) 
Montagu, Hn. J. Scott (Hants) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morpeth, Viscount 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
. Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
| Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Peel, Hn. Wm. RobertWellesley 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Percy, Earl 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick ' 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 





’) 
1 ) 
R 
m 


n) 


401 Adjournment. 


m, C. Guy 
a John S. 
Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Ridley, S. Forde 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Rovds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Samuel,Sir Harry S( Limehouse 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Scott, Sir S.(Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
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Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 


| Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk | 
| Stanley, Edw.James (Somerset) 


Stanley, Rt. Hn. Lord (Lances.) 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. M‘Taggart 
Stirling- Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord F. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J G (OxfdUniv. 


' Thornton, Percy M. 


Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Tuff, Charles 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Turnour, Viscount 

Vincent, Col.SirC. E. AL.(Sheffi’d 
Vincent, Sir Edgir (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir William H 
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| Welby, Lt.,Col. ACE. (Taunton) 


Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts.) 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A.Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd,Sir W.H.( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath) 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 

Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 





Smith, RtHnJ.Parker (Lanarks 


NAVAL LANDS (VOLUNTEERS) BILL. 
[Seconp READING. } 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid.) 
ssid this Bill had been introduced without 
any discussion whatever. It was a very 
short Bill, but it seemed to him to have | 
far-reaching consequences. The Military 
Lands Act of 1892, which it was now 
sought to apply to Naval Volunteers, | 
was an Act which enabled money to be 
borrowed for military lands to be used | 
for Volunteer sheds, ranges, halls, ete. | 
Those lands might be acquired by the 
Secretary of State on his own account | 
for military purposes. He thought 
the Bill now before them would place 
a heavy burden upon the localities con- | 
cerned. Assuming that a locality was 
loyal enough to raise a considerable 
number of Volunteers, then 


| 


was something to be said for asking 
county councils and borough councils 
to do something in this direction, be- 
cause then the force was essentially 
a Volunteer force, and it was not so 
much mixed up with the organisation 
of the Army as it was at the present time. 


|Ii land was taken for naval purposes, 


| TARY or 


for the construction of a battery, this 
Bill would enable money to be borrowed 
on the security of the grants which 
Parliament gave to the Volunteers, 
whether naval or military. 

And, it being Midnight, the debate 
stood adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed to-morrow. 


ADJOURNMENT. 


PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
THE TREASURY (Sir A. 


*THE 


| Actanpb-Hoop, Somersetshire, Welling- 


instead | 


of meeting the expense out of the Im- | 


perial purse as they ought to do, they 
were now proposing to place the cost 
upon the locality. It should be borne | 
in mind that they were now proposing | 
to make the Volunteer force practically | 
part of the Regular Army. It seemed | 
to him very strange that they should | 


ton) said that the first order for 
Tuesday would be the adjourned debate 
on the Post Office (Telephone Agree- 
ment). [OppostTIon cries of “ Oh.”] He 
iad informed the hon. Member who had 
an Amendment down as well as the hon. 
Member for Leeds. He did not think the 
discussion would take long, and it would 
be followed by the Second Reading of the 


now be introducing legislation which | Finance Bill. 


would impose a burden upon certain | 
localities which happened to be so loyal | 
as to undertake the raising of Volunteers, | 
He agreed that at one time there | 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That this House do now adjourn,”— 
(Sir A. Acland-Hood.) 
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Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs) ex- 
pressed surprise at the change in the 
order of business proposed. Everybody 
expected the Finance Bill would be the 
first order. What was the urgency 
for the appointment of this Committee / 
What was the reason which had induced 
the right hon. Gentleman to put for- 
ward the appointment of this Committee 
to-morrow ? Such a Committee could 
not alter the agreement and it had simply 
got to say that it agreed with it. He 
thought that to appoint the Committee 
at all was a waste of the time of the 


Adjournment 


House. What was the real urgency 
of this course? Was it because the 
Government were having a_ general 


sweep up in view of a general election ? 
Ii the right hon. Gentleman would say 
that was the reason he should be verv 
glad to assist him, but unless he gave 
them some satisfactory reason he thought 
he would find that it would take con- 
time than he was 


siderably more 


anticipating. 


Mr. 
was 
short 
fixing 
of a 
extraordinary amount of interest was 
taken by the great commercial bodies 
outside the House. He should have 
thought that the right Gen- 
tleman would have given them two 
or three days notice at least. Surely 
the attention of the right hon. Gentle- 
man and his colleagues had been drawn 
to the resolution passed by the Man- 
chester Chamber of Commerce on this 
subject, and the very stiong opinion 
entertained in Manchester and Liver- 
pool as to the composition of this 
Committee. 


CHURCHILL (Oldham) said it 
rather inconvenient that such 
notice should be given of the 
the 
which 


of a day for discussion 


subject in such an 


hon. 


Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport) said it 
would have facilitated matters if the right 
hon. Gentleman had given adequate notice 
of his intention to take this question of 
the appointment of this Committee. 
By the course suggested there would 
actually be no opportunity given to them 
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of the House. 


of either amending or rejecting the 
agreement. He would suggest that it 
should be postponed until Monday. 
Ii this course was persisted in it might 
lead to a prolonged debate, and the dis- 
cussion on the Finance Bill would be 
curtailed in consequence. 


{04 


Mr. JOSEPH WALTON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Barnsley) joined in the appeal that 
the right hon. Gentleman should allow a 
clear day for the general discussion of 
the Second Reading of the Finance Bill, 
Owing to the discussion of the Motion 
for adjournment that evening, the Finance 
sill had not been reached. He hoped 
the general discussion on the Second 
Yeading of the Finance Bill would not 
be curtailed, as would undoubtedly be 
the case if the Telephone Agreement 
was put down as the first order to-morrow. 


Mr. MecKENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) 
reminded the right Gentleman 
that notice had already been given 
that it the intention of the 
Government to take the Finance Bill 
to-morrow and then the Rating Bill. 
Now, when the House was _ practically 
empty, it was proposed without any 
notice to take the Telephone Agree- 
ment. He thought the right hon. Gen- 
tleman would facilitate the business of 
the House if he adhered to the arrange- 
ment originally made, upon the author- 
ity of which a large number of Members 
had gone home expecting to find that 
the first business to-morrow would be 
the Finance Bill. He did not think 
the course suggested was treating them 
quite fairly. 


hon. 


was 


*Str A. ACLAND-HOOD | suggested 
that a Question should be put to the 
Leader of the House next day,*and that 
an agreement might then be come to. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Adjourned at thirteen minutes 
after Twelve o’clock. 
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Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill [u.1.]. 
Read 2" (according to order). 


Reports, ete. 


Gamble’s Divorce Bill [H.u.]; Lau- 
tour’s Divorce Bill [a.u.]. Read 3* 
(according to order), and passed, and 
sent to the Commons. 





STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE. | 
Report from, That the Standing Orders | 


not complied with in respect of the | 
petition for the Rhymney and Aber | 
Valleys Gas and Water Company Bill) 
ought to be dispensed with, and leave | 
given to introduce the Bill, And that | 
the Standing Orders not complied with | 
in respect of the Worcestershire County 
Council (Bridges) Bill ought to be dis- | 
pensed with, Read, and agreed to. | 


Earl of Stamford’s Cheshire Estate Bill | 
{u..|, Judges’ Report received; Bill 
presented, and read 1*. 


Great Eastern Railway Bill. The 
King’s consent signified; and Bill re- 
ported, with Amendments. 


Loughborough Corporation Bill; Nor- 
wich Union Life Insurance Society Bull; | 
Leven’s Patent Bill [a.L.]; Wrexham | 
Gas Bill; Weaver Navigation Bill [H.1.]. | 
Reported, with Amendments. 


Weybridge and Walton-upon-Thames 
Electric Supply Bill; Chelsea Electricity 
Supply Bill. Reported, without Amend- | 
ment. 


Great Central Railway (Pension Fund) 
Bill [u.t.]}. The CHarrman of Com- 
mMirrEES informed the House that the 
opposition to the Bill was withdrawn, | 
The orders made on the 3rd of March 
and Thursday last discharged, and Bill 
committed. 


London United Tramways (Extension 
of Time) Bill. Brought from the Com- 
mons; read 1*; and referred to the 


, 


Examiners. 


Commercial Union Assurance Bill [#.t.]; 
Mortgage Insurance Corporation Bill 
[u.t.]; Truro Water Bill [u.1.]. Re- 
turned from the Commons agreed to. 


Polling Districts (County Councils) 
Bill [H.t.]; Polling Arrangements (Par- 
liamentary Boroughs) Bill [u.L.]. House 
in Committee (according to order). Bills 
reported without Amendment. Standing 
Committee negatived ; and Bills to be 
read 3° on Friday next. 


PETITIONS, 





LICENSED HOUSES. 

Petitions for early closing of: of 
Vestry meeting of St. Marks, Barrow-in- 
Furness ; Gosport Congregational Young 
People’s Society of Christian Endeavour ; 
Balham and Upper Tooting Branch of 
the Women’s Total Abstinence Union. 
Read, and ordered to lie on the Table. 


INTOXICATING LIQUORS (HOURS OF 
CLOSING) BILL [1.1.}. 
Petitions in favour of ; of the National 
Temperance Federation; Grand Lodge 
of the Independent Order of Good Tem- 
plars; Anglo-Indian Temperance As- 
sociation; Executive Committee of the 
South Wales and Monmouthshire Tem- 
perance Association; Vestry meeting of 
St. Mark’s, Barrow-in-Furness. Read, 

and ordered to lie on the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
JOURNAL COMMITTEE, 

Report from, That the One hundred 
and thirty-sixth Volume of the Journals 
(4th Edward VII., 1904), with an Index, 
was ready for delivery; read, and or- 
dered to lie on the Table; and the said 
| Volume ordered to be delivered in the 
same manner as the preceding Volumes 
of the Journals have been delivered. 





CEYLON. 
Papers relating to the education of 
‘immigrant Tamil coolie children em- 


} 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders | ployed on estates. Presented (by Com- 


(No. 1) Bill [1.1]; 
VOL. CXLVI. [Fourrs SeEpriEs.] 


Pier and Harbour | mand), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


Q 
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STANDING COMMITTEE, 
Report from the Committee of Selec- 
tion, That they have added the Lord New- 
ton to the Standing Committce ; read, 
and ordered to lie on the Table. 


WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION BILL 
[H.L. ]. 


Reported from the Standing Com- | 
The | 


mittee with further Amendments. 
Report of the Amendments made in Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, and by the 
Standing Committee, to be received on 
Monday next, and Bill to be printed as 
amended. (No. 74.) 


TRANSVAAL (CHINESE LABOUR. ) 

*Lorp COLERIDGE rose to call atten- 
tion to the importation of Chinese 
indentured labourers into the Transvaal, 
and to the conditions under which they 
are being imported into and are living 
in the Transvaal, and to the declarations 
of His Majesty’s Ministers on the subject, 
and to move for Papers. He said: 
My Lords, I move the Resolution which 


stands in my name for the purpose of | 


eliciting from the noble Duke who 
represents the Colonial Service in this 
House further information on various 
points than the official documents dis- 
close. I am quite sure that, trusting as 
_I do to the courtesy of the noble Duke, 
which I can assure him is appreciated by 
us, he will not refuse me the information 
I desire. I think the time has now come 
for reviewing the situation. The last 
time this subject was debated in this 
House the policy which the noble Duke 
represents had been talked of but had 
not been carried into effect. We have 
now had very nearly a year’s working 
of an experiment which is undoubtedly 
a novel experiment, and, as some of us 
think, a disastrous experiment. We in 
this country are solely responsible for 
that experiment. The Transvaal and 
the Orange River Colonies are Crown 
colonies, and it is while they are Crown 
colonies that this novel departure from 
ancient policy has been put in force. The 
people inhabiting those colonies have 


never been consulted, and therefore it is | 


true to say that we are solely responsible 
for the experiment, and that upon our 
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shoulders must rest either the blame 
or the credit that attaches to the policy, 


It was undoubtedly the very irony of 
| fate that discovered the richest goldfield 
|in the world within the borders of what 
/was a pastural Republic. Men flocked 
' from all parts of the globe intent upon 
wealth, and upon wealth only, and in so 
far as they added to the taxable resources 
of the country they were welcome, but 
in so far as they threatened to upset the 
existing political state of affairs, or to set 
up in that country anything in the 
nature of an Imperium in imperio, they 
were greeted with jealousy, with alarm, 
and subsequently with hostility, and we 
know how out of this state of things the 
war grew up. We are perhaps too near 
the time to finally decide as to the blame 
or credit, as to who was right or who 


vas wrong in that most regrettable 
controversy. We know also how the 


annexation of the new country naturally 
and almost irresistibly grew out of its 
conquest, and we know also what loss of 
life and treasure we sustained in the 
course of that war, and the annexation 
which was the result of it. 


We were told, and we hoped, that when 
the war was over the scars which were 
open would rapidly heal. The country 
is now ours. Two new colonies have 
been added to the Empire, and we have 
had to start these colonies upon their new 
career. A great chance lay before us. 
We send forth each year from this 
country tens of thousands, even hundreds 
of thousands, of emigrants to other lands, 
and emigrants who are of the mosé enter- 
prising character. America abserbs a 
great quantity, and [ confess I rather 
grudge them to America. Canada 
absorbs a number; Australia is already 
jealous of the influx of immigrants, and 
bids fair to stop the flow altogether; 
and the greater portion of the British 
Empire apart irom these countries 
consists of lands under tropical suns, 
where Englishmen cannot make a_per- 
manent home, and where, after all, 
_they must be more or less transitory 
settlers. But South Africa remains, con- 
‘sisting of vast territories, full of the 
combined possibilities of agricultural as 
well as of mineral wealth, and a country 
where emigrants from these sheres might 
'settle and find a home under the British 
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flag. Golden visions were dangled before 
the electors when their votes were desired 


as to the prospects which lay before us in | 


the future. My Lords, have those pros- 
pects been realised ? Is there the slight- 
est hope of their realisation ? 


In our view a prosperous colony ina 
temperate climate means something that 
will be not only an addition to, but really 
a strength and a buttress to the Empire. 
It means a place where emigrants can 
find a home which they can permanently 
inhabit, and where they can build up on 
the old lines of British self-government 
a daughter colony, looking with regard 
and affection to the mother country. 
That is our idea of a colony in a temperate 
zone. Is that the kind of colony that we 
are building up in South Africa? The 
colony we are building up in South 
Africa is a colony founded in the twentieth 
century, yet founded upon the old Roman 
pattern. The wealth we see in the hands 
of a few. We remember Lord Milner’s 
celebrated saying — 

‘We do not want a white proletariat.” 

The close ring is becoming ever closer 
day 
ever 
and 
that 


more of the natural industries of 
country. The Government is now 


in the hands of a huce trust, which is | 
obtaining vast wealth by servile labour, | 


and the members of which care nothing 


is derived except as a means of deriving 
wealth. 


would be illegal if entered into in this 


country, and aliens to whom is denied | 


every civic right. The wealth extracted 
and is derived not from the ever-pro- 
ductive powers of nature, which are 
always being renewed, but from a draining 
and impoverishing of the capital wealth 
of the country. The speed with which 
that gold can be extracted is the sole 
object of the mineowners. 


The Chinaman is now the cheap ex- 


tracting power, the kind of human pump | 
which is to suck out from the bowels of | 


the earth the natural wealth of the soil 
in the speediest possible time, and we see 
how this is gradually growing. The 


first step was the formation of the Wit- | 
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by day and month by month, and | 
grasping within its clutches more | 


; /not this scarcity 
for the country from which this wealth | : : 


2 2 2 | the 
Labour is done increasingly, | 
not by British citizens but by aliens— | 
aliens imported under contracts which | 





410 


watersrand Native Labour Association, 
the Chamber of Mines under an alias, 
and the first act of that association was 
to stamp out all independent contracting 
of Kaffir labour. It placed all recruiting 
of Kaffir labour in the hands of the trust ; 
it prevented Kaffirs from choosing the 
mine at which they would work—they 
must accept the alternative of working 
in what was perhaps the deadliest mine 
in the Transvaal, or of refusing to have 
their labour accepted at all. Then there 
was the fearful mortality in the mines, 
enough of itself to deter black labour, 
a mortality which was remediable because 
it has, in fact, very largely been remedied. 
We next had the lowering of Kaffir wages 
by 50 per cent. Were these things not 
enough of themselves to deter Kaffirs from 
seeking freely and spontaneously the 
labour that was offered to them? I 
do not hesitate, my Lords, to say that 
the combination of these circumstances 
produced what was the desired effect— 
namely, an artificial scarcity of black 
labour, and that artificial scarcity had to 
be proved before a case for the im- 
portation of the Chinaman could be 
accepted. Then we had the appoint- 
ment of the Labour Commission—a 


(Chinese Labour). 


|Commission consisting of ten persons, 


eight of whom were publicly committed 
to the introduction of Asiatic labour, 
who were bidden to say whether or 
existed, but were 
forbidden to enter into what was in 
minds of all — whether it was 
proper or desirable to introduce Chinese 


labour. Then we had repeated state- 
ments by Lord Milner that the 
_colony was in favour of the importation 


of the Chinese, although a referendum, 


: | which was the only means of ascertain- 
is sent out of the country never to return, | ing Sg 
objection taken by the Colonial Secre- 


that opinion, was refused. The 
tary to the referendum was a strange one. 
He said such an expedient was unknown 
in any part of the British Empire, 
forgetting apparently that it has been 
put in practice in South Australia, in 
New Zealand, in New South Wales, and, 
only the other day, to decide upon the 
important question of the Australian 
Commonwealth. The objection taken 
by Lord Milner was on another ground. 
He said the urgency of the question was 


so great that he could not wait for a 
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referendum, because it would take six | 
months, whereas at that very time a_ 
census of the colony was taken which 
only took seven weeks, These were, 
of course, only palpable excuses, and 
nothing more than excuses, to prevent 
the opinion of the colony being taken. 
These are the salient facts surrounding 
the importation of the Chinaman into 
South Africa. By June last year the 
Chinamen began to arrive. Exertions 
had been made by the Colonial Secre- 
tary—very laudable exertions—to im- 
pose conditions on the importers in 
favour of the labourer, conditions that 
were nearly always successfully resisted 
by Lord Milner, representing the policy 
of the mineowners. 


Now I come to direct the attention of 
the House to certain declarations and 
statements made by His Majesty’s Gov- 
ernment, and to ask the noble Duke 
whether he conscientiously thinks those 
declarations and pledges have been ful- 
filled. The first important question was 
the question of wages. On March 2st, 
1904, Mr. Lyttelton, after stating that 
the average Kaflir wage was 50s. for 
thirty days work, made this statement 
in the House of Commons— 

‘*Chinamen would receive in the Transvaal 
at least 2s. aday. I stand here and give the 
House my assurance that the Chinese will re- 
ceive at least the amount I have specified.” 

That is 60s. for thirty days work. 
_Mr. Lyttelton proposed, but Lord Milner 
and the mineowners very briefly dis- 
posed of that. Lord Milner insisted 
upon a minimum of Is. a day instead of 
2s., and then made this statement— 

“He finally promised that if within six 
months the average pay was not 50s. for thirty 
days work the minimum should be raised 
from Is. to 1s. 6d. per day.” 

So that while the 2s. a day disappeared 
Is. 6d. a day took its place. Are the 
Chinese now receiving the minimum 
of Is. 6d. a day ? On February 13th of 
this year, Mr. Evans, the Superintendent 
of the Foreign Labour Department in 
Johannesburg, reported that a certain 
number, not specified, were working 
at Is. per day, and on April 8th last 
he reported that there had not been 
time to compute the rate of wages paid, 
but it appeared to be under 50s. Are 
the Government going to insist on the 
terms of Lord Milner’s and Mr. Lyttelton’s- 


Lord Coleridge, 
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pledges being fulfilled—namely, that in 
each case where the average pay does 
not, in six months, reach 50s. for thirty 
days work, the day’s pay shall not be 
less than 1s. 6d.? I think I am en- 
titled to put that Question to the noble 
Duke, and to ask him, if that has not 
been done, to take steps to enforce it. 


The next declaration made with regard 
to the Chinese was that they should 
have ample access to the Courts of the 
country for the redress of grievances, 
The Chinese Government, to their credit, 
insisted upon this being made part of the 
bond, and in the Anglo-Chinese Con- 
vention the following words occur— 

“The emigrant shall have free access to the 
Courts of justice to obtain redress for injuries 
to his person or property.” 


And on March 10th, 1902, Mr. Lyttel- 
ton used these words— 

“The Chinese labourers have the same right 
of access to Courts as all other subjects in 
His Majesty’s dominions.” 

That was Mr. Lyttelton’s pledge. Has 
that pledge been fulfilled 2 As a matter 
of fact, the Chinaman has no right of 
access to the Courts in any case except 
by leave of an inspector. Would the 
noble Duke, if he went to China and was 
told he had free access to the Courts 
of China for redress of any grievances 
that he might have there, consider that 
he had free access if he could only go 
to these Courts by the leave and licence 
of a Chinese official ? Though I am not 
putting the civilisation of the Chinese on 
a par with our civilisation, yet in the 
eye of the Chinaman the official inspector 
is a foreigner just as much as in the eye 
of the noble Duke the Chinese official 
in China would be. Surely unfettered 
access to a Court of justice is one of the 
privileges of all who live under British 
rule, and I ask the noble Duke candidly 
whether he will not admit that unfettered 
access to a Court of justice is an essential 
part of the life of a Chinaman under the 
British flag, and an essential part of any 
Ordinance ? And yet on April 13th Mr. 
Lyttelton, at Stratford, said this— 

“For nearly half a century a similar system 
had been on the Statute-book of the Colonies, 
and the British Guiana Ordinance, embodying 
every essential element of the Transvaal 
Ordinance, had been sanctioned by the Govern- 


ment of which Lord Rosebery was Prime 
Minister and Lord Ripon Colonial Secretary.” 
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Mr. Lyttelton forgot to mention that 
in the terms of the British Guiana Or- 
dinance there is no interposition of any 
official between the labourer and the 
(Court of justice, and it is no answer 
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commit an offence, for which he could 
be given twenty-five lashes. It may be 


| said that the occasion has never arisen, 


if the noble Duke says to me that he | 


knows of no complaint having been 
refused. That is not the point I urge. 
I have not got any concrete instance to 
place before the noble Duke of complaints 
having been refused, but I think it is very 
likely that complaints may have been 
made and not understood. But that 
is not my point. My point is that it 
was declared that free and unfettered 
access should be had, The right of a 
subject to have free and unfettered access 
to a Court of justice is part of our com- 


mon law system, but that is refused to | 


the Chinese labourer, as he can only secure 
access to the Court through the medium 
of a foreign official. 


I approach now a more disagreeable 
task. Mr. Lyttelton declared, when there 
was some point made by the Chinese 
Government as to the Chinese labourer 
being exempt from flogging, that there 
was no power under the Ordinance to 
impose flogging upon any Chinaman. 
I should like to know what was the object 
of introducing into the Transvaal in the 
month of July, labourers having begun 
to arrive in June, an Ordinance enlarging 
the power of the resident magistrate to 
administer flogging. Was the law not 
adequate up to that time ? Were there 
offences which could not be met without 
this extra penalty? What was the 
meaning of introducing a fresh law, en- 
larging the ‘powers of administering 
flogging ? I should like the noble Duke 
to answer that Question. By Ordinance 
No. 26 of 1904, which was assented to on 
July 28th, and has been put in practice, 
power was extended to the resident 
magistrate to order flogging in cases 
where the conviction was a first convic- 
tion of robbery, in cases of any statutory 
offence for which flogging could only be 


given for a second conviction, in cases | 
of assaults of an aggravated character, | 
or with intent to do serious bodily harm, | 


or intent to commit any offence. 


So | STATE For 
that, according to-this law, if a Chinaman | Duke of MartBorovugy) : 


but I ask the noble Duke why this Ordin- 
ance was passed, and whether it has been 
put in practice. I ask him further, 
is there a case in which it has been im- 
posed upon a white man, and immediately 
upon appeal to higher authorities the judg- 
ment of the resident magistrate has been 
reversed on the ground that the Act was 
never intended to apply to white men ? 


We know there have been riots, and 
we know that this Ordinance has been 
put into force, and that Chinamen have 
been flogged under it. We had a case 
yesterday—I do not vouch for it, but 
it was in the papers—which, if true, 
shows a most regrettable state of things 
in the compounds. The noble Duke, I 
have no doubt, must have read the letter. 
It may be exaggerated and absolutely un- 
founded, but at any rate it is worth the 
noble Lord’s attention, and ought to be 
investigated. It is stated in this letter 
that Chinamen, if they refuse to go to 
work, are tied up by their pigtails to 
poles so that their heels are off the ground, 
and then lashed with canes, by the orders 
of the compound managers, at the hands 
of the Chinese police. I hope it is not 
true, but at any rate it is vouched for on 
authority, and I hope the noble Duke 
will make inquiries and ascertain the 
truth or otherwise of it. 


I pass from this to another unpleasant 
subject, and that is the importation of 
the women. On Februrary 16th, 1904, 
the Colonial Secretary used these words— 

“We were advised in this matter by men of 
the most experience in the whule Empire on 
the subject of Chinese labour. We were 
advised that the coolies would not go without 
their women folk. Manifestly it would be 
wrong that they should go without their 
women folk.” 


Does the noble Duke agree with that 
language? I am sure he must agree 
with it. 


Tue UNDER - SECRETARY © or 
THE COLONIES (The 
The noble 


hustled his neighbour in an attempt and learned Lord has not read the con- 
to escape from his compound he would | text of the Colonial Secretary’s state- 
be guilty of an assault with intent to ment. 
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*Lorp COLERIDGE: I think the 
next sentence was to this effect, that 
they should have the opportunity of 
bringing their wives if they pleased. I 
think that was the substance of it. 
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Tue Duke or MARLBOROUGH: I 
am alluding to the earlier part of the 
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quotation the noble and learned Lord | 


made. 


*Lorp COLERIDGE: The Colonial 
Secretary stated— 

“Manifestly it would be wrong that they 
should go without their women folk.” 


Tue Duke or MARLBOROUGH : 


with them.” 


that was the exact language, but it does 
not affect what I am saying, that whether 
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and lightly worked, and then in the next 
breath Mr. Lyttelton tells the House of 
Commons that the work is so steady and 
the diet so frugal that all the passions of 
mankind seem to be obliterated in the 
Chinese. I hope the noble Duke will 
either explain the figures or give us some 
assurance that the Government intend to 
remedy what obviously is a dreadful 
state of things. 


The Blue-book is full of riots and dis- 
turbances, made light of by the foreign 
labour superintendent. If you want the 
type of the official mind you have it dis- 
closed glaringly in Mr. Evans ; and when 


| we find men wrapped in contemplation of 


: : | the happiness of the Chinese , | 
“Tf they were desirous of taking them | io opeeniss ot the UNinene Trees thew 


new conditions, we ask why there are 300 


| desertions (equal to eighty per 1,000 per 


they wanted to bring their wives with | 


them or not it was manifestly wrong that 
they should go without them. 


'the noble Duke 
Noble | 


Lords may think it a matter of ridicule, | 
but I can assure the House that in every | 


other Ordinance for the last sixty years 
which has been sanctioned by the Govern- 
ment provisions have been made for the 
compulsory bringing over of a portion of 
the women belonging to the indentured 
labourers. The last information I have 
with regard to this was given by the 


Colonial Secretary on January 10th this | 


vear. It was that 4,000 wives were | 
registered at Chingwangtao and 89 


at Hong-Kong but only two women and 
twelve children had actually been brought 
over. Iappeal to the most rev. Primate 
on this matter. 
the most rev. Primate said— 


“Show me that it clearly brings about or | 


implies the encouragement of immorality in 
the sense in which we ordinarily use the word, 
and I am almost ashamed to say anything 
so obvious, I should not call the so-called 
necessity worth a single moment’s consideta- 
tion. In such a case there could be but one 
answer given by any honest man, ‘the thing is 
wrong, and, please God, it shall not take place.’ ” 


What the most rev. Primate appre- 


him to make his words good in the course 
of this debate. The way this is met is 


| employed before the 


. | annum 
*Lorp COLERIDGE: I do not think | ) 


from these happy compounds 
in three months. I think we can read 
between the lines as to what is going on. 


want to 
is the 


The last point I urge on 
question of 
To utilise as much 
as possible would be 
the object, I should have thought, 
of every Britisher. The Government’s 
policy seems to be that of the mineowner, 
or rather to serve that of the mineowner 
—to get labour as cheaply as possible, 
and, above all, to keep out the white 
man for fear he should grow independent. 
Mr. Lyttelton, speaking at Exeter on 
May 5th, said— 

“The result of the introduction of Chinamen 
has been that 3,000 white men are employed 
on the mines in addition to those that were 
introduction of that 
labour, and the result is that in round figures 


white labour. 
white labour 


| £500,000 has been received by British artisans.” 


In March of this year, | 


That is a completely misleading state- 
ment. I say, and I think I shall show, 
that the employment of Chinese has led 
to a decrease in the amount of white 
labour employed. Take the year from 
June, 1903, to June, 1904. The pro- 
portion of white men to Kaffirs during 
those twelve months remained practically 


| stationary, at one in six in round figures. 
| On March 31st, 1905, which is the date of 
hended, according to the last official | 
returns, has taken place, and I appeal to | 


the last Return we have, there were 
105,184 Kaffirs working in the mines, 
and at the proportion of one-sixth there 
would have been 17,530 white men. But 


most astonishing. On the one hand we! the number of white men employed at 


are told that the Chinaman is well fed,| that date was only 16,235. 


Following 
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that proportion, if the Chinese had not | 


arrived we should have had at least 


1,300 or 1,400 more white men employed | 


than there arenow. In addition to that 
there are over 34,000 Chinese employed 
not represented by a single white man, 
and Lord Milner does not hold out any 
hope that the proportion of white men 
to coloured Jabourers will in future be 
greater than one in fourteen. 


Just see what that means. 
port of the Labour Commission stated 
that without allowing for any expansion 
of the mines the mineowners wanted at 
once 197,644 labourers, and if the finding 
of the Commission is correct—that there 
is no adequate supply of labour in Cen- 
tral and Southern Africa to meet these 
requirements—we may expect that tne 
difference will be made up of Chinamen, 
and that means, to make up this deficiency 
alone, an addition of 67,000 odd more 
Chinamen; so that, according to these 
figures, to meet present requirements 
alone you will have working in the mines 
over LO0,000 Chinese indentured labourers. 
And if we are to believe the statement 
of the Commission that they would want 
in five years 196,000 more, we are faced 
with the prospect of having something 
like 300,000 Chinese indentured labourers 
working in the mines under the Transvaal 
Ordinance. Considering that the total 
white adult population, British and Boer 
combined, of that country is less than 
100,000, this is a prospect which I should 
think even the noble Duke would regard 
with some apprehension. It was urged, 
in support of the contention that China- 
men were a valuable aid to civilisation, 
that their presence would lead to the 
development of subsidiary industries, 
and glowing pictures were painted by 
Lord Milner and others of the number 
of industries that would be started 
owing to the influx of this vast amount 
of servile labour. I never could under- 
stand how that could be the case, because 
the dividends were all to go to Europe 
and the wages apparently were all to 
go to China. It was said, “Oh, but 


there is the feeding.” Iam told, and there 
again the noble Duke may confirm 


my statement, that this great trust of 
mineowners is going itself to under- 
take the feeding of the Chinamen, 
and that in the centre of Johannesburg 


The Re- | 


‘the hands of the mining interest. 
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vast works are now being erected for the 
purpose of grasping—from a_ business 
point of view no doubt it is quite right 
— the profits which would naturally 
flow therefrom. If this be so, where 
will all the subsidiary industries come 
in ? 


In 1903—I am now speaking from 
official documents—the amount of gold 
got from the Transvaal] was £12,500,000 
in round figures. In 1904, including 
seven months of Chinese libour, there 
were over £16,000,000 taken out—an 
increase in gold extraction of, to give 
the exact figures, £3,465,561. Therefore 
the mineowners and the shareholders 
got £3,500,000 more in 1904 than in 1903, 
greatly no doubt by reason of the em- 
ployment of Chinese labour, How did 
that help the Transvaal? If these sub- 
sidiary industries are to grow up and 
develop the country, you would imagine 
some sign of it in the Revenue Returns. 
The figures have been given from July to 
February, 1993-4, and from July to 
February, 1904-5, the first a period when 
there were no Chinese, and the second a 
period covering the Chinese. What do 
we find? From July to February, 
193-4, the revenue was £2,848,887 ; and 
the revenue from July to February, 
1904-5, when there were £3,500,000 more 
being dug out, was only £2,638,001, a de- 
crease inactual revenue of over £210,000. 
Does that not establish what we have 
always said on this side of the House, 
that this is a curse to thecountry? You 
are by means of this labour taking out 
the wealth of the country ; you are not 
planting the country with British colon- 
ists; you are increasing the dividends to 
the mineowners and the shareholders, 
and you are actually at the same moment 
impoverishing the country from which 
the gold is extracted. These are figures 
with which the noble Duke ought to deal. 


Now we are to havea new Constitution, 
which seems to me to be a very timid, 
half-hearted kind of thing. By appor- 
tioning electoral areas according to the 
number of adult males instead of ac- 
cording to population, what do you 
do? You simply place the majority in 
Men 
who are not subservient to, or who 
are not employed by, the mining trust 
had better pack up their traps and leave 
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those who authorised this thought it a | itself. Anyway, I do not propose to 


very ingenious and clever device for 
securing a decision from the new Govern- 
ment in favour of the Chinese policy. 
Any permanent element represented by 
the married man with a family who 
means to stay is subordinated entirely to 
the transient unmarried man who derives 
his livelihood from the employment of 
the mineowners and may be trusted not 
te disregard their wishes. I ask the 
noble Duke, Is this the last word of the 
great Conservative Party, who talk so 
much about Imperial greatness ? Is this 
the last word in Empire-building? If 
thisis to be the policy of the future it 
means this, that one great Party in the 
State has lost all its old faith, the 
faith in the civic principles on which 
this Empire was founded, and re- 
gards the cheap and rapid extraction 
of wealth from a country. and not its 
permanent welfare and the permanent 
welfare of its inhabitants, as the best 
test of a successful colonial administra- 
tion. I stand by the old way. I believe 
in the old idea of Empire, and it is be- 
cause I profoundly disagree with the 
Government’s policy that I have brought 
forward the Motion which stands in my 
name, 


Moved, that an humble Address be 
presented to His Majesty for Papers 
relating to the importaton of Chinese 
indentured labourers into the Transvaal, 
and to the conditions under which they 
are being imported into and are living in 
the Transvaal.—(The Lord Colcridge.) 


THe Duke or MARLBOROUGH: 
My Lords, the noble and learned Lord 
has in the course of his remarks ad- 
dressed to me a series of (Questions, 
and in my observations in reply to 
him I will endeavour to answer some 
of them. He was courteous enough 
to say that I had, in previous debates in 
your Lordships’ House, done my best to 
reply to those Questions which he had 


put to me, and I will attempt to do the | 
'to His Majesty's Government. 


same this afternoon. I fear, however, 
that I cannot follow the noble and 


‘intermingle the consideration of that 


question with the question which js 
before the House this evening—the result 
of the immigration of Chinese into South 
Africa. The noble and learned Lord 
prefaced his remarks by the old assertions 
as to whether the ‘Transvaal was in 
favour of receiving the Chinese or not, 
and he twitted His Majesty’s Government 
yet again for not having had a referendum, 
I cannot help thinking that these matters 
were thoroughly discussed last session, 
They were debated at frequent intervals, 
and your Lordships formed your own 
opinion on the policy of the Government 
and recorded it in due form. I do not 
think I need follow my noble and learned 
friend in further discussion upo. those 
particular points. Nor do I propos: to 
follow him in his description of the 
position of the Transvaal as it appears 
to him to-day. The only comment which 
I should desire to repudiate on behalf of 
the Colonial Office and His Majrsty’s 
Government is the statement which he 
made, that in his opinion the colonists 
in South Africa care only for themselves 
and have not in any way the welfare or 
the interest of the country at heart. I 
cannot help feeling that that is a remark 
which is not likely to cement the good 
feeling between this country and those 
who reside in the Transvaal, and His 
Majesty’s Government cannot share that 
opinion, 


Lorp COLERIDGE: I beg the noble 
Duke’s pardon, I did not say the 
colonists at large. I said the particular 
mineowners engaged in extracting the 
wealth. 


THE DukE or MARLBOROUGH: But 


they are members of the British Empire. 


The noble and learned Lord proceeded 
to discuss the question of the mortality 
among the Kaffirs, and admitted that 
there was a great reduction in the mor- 
tality, which is a matter of satisfaction to 
me, and equally a matter of satisfaction 
I think 


he might have been sufficiently generous 


learned Lord in his comments upon the | to admit that it is largely due to the 


new Constitution which the Transvaal | 
I think that that | taking the grea‘est 


may shortly receive. 


action of His Majesty's Government in 
precautions — pre- 


ws such a vast subject that it might| cautions which I admit noble Lords 


Lord Coleridge. 
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opposite expressed their desire that we | the days of the dearth of unskilled labour 
should put in force--that we have been | the number of men connected with the 
enabled to reduce the mortality of the | management could not possibly be 
Kaffirs from seventy per 1,000 to reduced, and though unskilled labour 
something like forty per 1,000. The! was getting less and less, yet the white 
nobleand learned Lord went on to deal | ‘skilled labour had to be maintained to 
with the question of the proportion of | manage and conduct the mines. In those 
white labour to coloured labour, and | circumstances the number of white men 
tried to argue, from the fact that whereas | to the coloured, of course, was very high, 
a veur or two ago the proportion of white | and this condition of affairs was exagger- 
skilled labour to coloured unskilled | ated by the fact that unskilled white 
labour was one in six and to-day it may | labour had to be employed in order to 
be one in eight, that consequently the | make good the deficiency in the unskilled 
increase Of white men was not really | ‘coloured Jabour. The result was that 
apparent. What does Lord Milner say/| the ratio between whites and coloured 
on this matter ? Lord Milner says that | unskilled labourers was obviously high, 
the ratio which existed prior to the war) but the moment the supply of labour 
is now being gradually attained to, and | | became abundant, owing to the immigra- 
it is probable that it will be exceeded. | tion of indentured labourers from China, 
He says, it is true, as quoted by the| the margin had to be made good, and 
noble and learned Lord, that the ratio in| consequently the ratio between white 
certain conditions may amount to onein | and coloured exhibited a decline. I do 
fourteen; but the noble and learned | not think that the test which the noble 
Lord omitted to add what was the whole | and learned Lord has put forward this 
poitit of Lord Milner’s observations, that | afternoon is either an accurate test or 
this could only be obtained if there was | one to which a great deal of importance 
an unlimited supply of skilled white | should be attached. 
labour and of unskilled coloured labour. | 
| His Majesty’s Government rely upon 
I understand that the noble and) this fact, a fact which the noble and 
learned Lord measures the prosperity of | | learned Lord cannot get over, that to-day 
South Africa and of the mines there | there are 3,000 more white men employed 
largely by the ratio between the white! in the mines in South Africa than there 
skilled workmen and the coloured un- | were prior to the advent of the Chinese. 
skdled labourers. I venture to think} I would remind the noble and learned 
that that is not altogether a very correct | Lord still further, that he will see in a 
form of reasoning. Imagine an industry | Parliamentary Paper that before the 
in a great commercial centre in this| advent of the Chinese immigration of 
country. During a time of depression | artisans in other phases of life was at its 
and great stress the services of the least | lowest ebb, but ever since the importation 
skilled artisans in that industry would be | of Chinese this immigration has increased 
dispensed with, and only the skilled | week by week and month by month. I 
labourers who were concerned in the|do not think it was suggested by the 
management and administration of that | noble and learned Lord that these 5,00) 
industry would be maintained. Under | extra white men on the mines were em- 
these conditions it is obvious that the | ployed entirely for the purpose of build- 
ratio between the skilled artisans and the | ing the compounds. I remember that in 
uuskilled workmen would be very high; | a previous debate the noble Lord on the 
but when the industry was again in a} Front Bench opposite, Lord Monkswell, 
prosperous condition the unskilled arti- | raised that point, and I daresay he would 
sans would be re-employed, and conse-| te glad if I took this opportunity of 
quently the ratio between skilled | telling him the exact condition of affairsa 
artisans and unskilled would decline. | Out of the twenty-seven mines employing 
trecisely similar conditions exist in| Chinese, five mines erected their com- 
South Afriea. There is an irreducible | pounds by outside contractors, and in tle 
minimum of white skilled labour below | construction of the compounds at the 
which it is impossible to fall if the mines | other twenty-two mines 1,100 whites 
are to be worked in a proper way. In| were employed. Four hundred and 
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thirty-five have been absorbed in the 
permanent staff and distributed on the 
mines, and one-half of the remainder are 
employed in other industries. Therefore, 
we see that there are only about 300 men 
out of these 3,000 who can be directly 
accounted for us working on the building 
of the compounds. I think that disposes 
altogether of the contention that these 
extra white men were really only em- 
ployed for the purpose of erecting the 
compounds. The noble and learned Lord 
did not raise the question of machine as 
against hand-drills, and I will, there- 
fore. not dwell upon it, although it 
is & matter upon which much has 
been said by members of the Party to 
whith the noble and learned Lord 
belongs. The noble and learned Lord 
sugvested that these Chinamen could not 
get redress if ill-treated, and had no 
means of putting their views before a 
Court of law. 


Lorp COLERIDGE: 
an inspector. 


ixcept through 


THe Duke or MARLBOROUGH: 
The noble and learned Lord will see it 
stated in a Parliamentary Paper published 
in August of last year, that every labourer 


shall be entitled to proceed to the offices | 


of the superintendent for the purpose of 
making complaint against his employer, 


or to enable him to have access to a/| 
Court of law in order to obtain redress | 


for injury to his person or property, or 
in order to attend as a party to or witness 
in civil or criminal proceedings in such 
Court. 


and learned Lord. If he wishes to exa- 
mine this matter still more closely he will 
see further comments on the point on 
pages 86 and 87. I would remind the 
noble and learned Lord that the Protector 
of Chinese is there for the purpose of 
receiving any complaints from the China- 
men and helping them in any reasonable 
complaint that they may bring forward 
against the treatment received from their 
employers. 

Then the noble 
proceeded to comment 
system under which the wages are paid by 
the mineowners. 


and learned Lord 


the House of Commons that the Chinese 
The Duke of Marlborough. 


{LORDS} 


I think that provision meets the | 
case which has been raised by the noble | 


upon the | 


He alluded to the fact | 
that the Secretary of State had stated in | 
| fectly clear from Clause 6 that if they 
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might receive 28. a day. That statement 
was made before this matter had been 
definitely decided upon. Noble Lords 
opposite smile. It was made before the 
minimum charge had been decided upon 
by Lord Milner. We naturally consulted 
Lord Milner upon this point. We con- 
sidered his opinion of the highest value, 
and it was finally decided that the China- 
men were to receive a minimum wage 
of Is. a day. That was done in 
conformity with our policy that the 
Chinaman was not to supplant, but 
supplement, the Kaffir, and in order to 
ensure that policy being successfully 
effected it was essential that the China- 
man should have a wage which was not 
much lower than that received by the 
Kaffir. 

The system of wages is carefully ex- 
plained in the form of contrazt of service, 
Clause 6 on page 10 in Parliamentary 
Paper [Cd. 2183] gives it fully. Clause 6 
is the important clause, and the noble 
ard learned Lord will see there that the 
| Chinaman is entitled to a minimum wage 
of 1s. for every day of ten hours, or a 
labourer may do piecework and receive 
the same wages instead of working for 
'the ten hours if he and his employer 
/are prepared to make those terms 
between themselves. Payment is made 
to the labourers in the forty-seven 
different occupations which they may 
undertake at rates varying from ls, 
|to 2s. 6d. per day; and the clause 
further provides that at the expiration 
of six months, if the labourers in any 
| particular mine have not been earning 
on an average 50s. a month, then the 
| minimum wage shall be increased from 
ls. to ls, 6d. a day. It was expected by 
| those who were competent to judge that 
the lazy men would not earn Is. a day, 
| but that those engaged in piecework 
| would earn that amount, and that those 
'who were engaged in the forty-seven 
| different occupations would be able to 
earn something over Is. a day. It was 
expected that the average wage which 
these men would earn in the mines fora 
| period of six months would approximate 
'to 50s.a month. It is too early yet to 
say for certain whether this average wage 
has been earned or not. We have not 
received information of an authoritative 
character yet on the subject, but it is per- 
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have not earned 50s. on an average per 
month, then they will receive a minimum 
wage of Is, 6d. a day. 


anxious to secure were that the 
Chinaman should receive in the first 
instance @ Minimum wage, and that the 
wage should be one which would not in 
any way undercut the rate at which the 
Kaffir was paid. That these objects have 
undoubtedly been attained is evident 
from the fact that the Kaffirs employed 
on the mines to-day are more numerous 
than before the arrival of the Chinese, 


and, so far as I am aware, they are | 


earning as good wages as they did 
before the Chinese came. 


[turn to the question of the riots. 
The noble and learned Lord _ re- 
minded us that there had been 300 
desertions on the part of the Chinese 
from the compounds. ‘The accurate 
number is 251, but that is not material. 
The term “ desertion,” as I understand 
it, is @ most misleading one. All that 
desertion means in this case is that the 
Chinaman has wilfully left his premises 
without taking the trouble to apply for 
apermit. It does not mean that he has 
escaped from the compound and run off 
to the veldt and had to be brought back. 
Tam sure noble Lords will appreciate the 
importance of the Chinaman not being 
allowed to leave the premises of the 
compound without a permit, and if he 
will not take the trouble to get a permit 
it is clear that he must be punished for 
this neglect. That accounts for the 
figure of 251 desertions. 


Lorp COLERIDGE : I gave the figure 
as 300; the exact figure is 299. 


THE Duke or MARLBOROUGH: I 
will not quarrel with the noble and 
learned Lord. He may be right, but the 
point ig not important. If he will 
turn to the end of this Parliamen- 
tary Paper, page 120, he will see there 
an account of the desertions of Kaffirs. 
Over 8,000 Kaffirs deserted during the 
year 1903, as compared now with only 
300 Chinese. The noble and learned 
Lord offered no criticism azainst the 
administration of affairs at the mines. 
because 8,000 Kaffirs chose to desert, | 
but he makes tne greatest point he | 


{16 May 1£05} 


‘ Randfontein Mine; 
| question of the average wage, and that 


(Chinese T.abour). 426 


po:sibly can of the fact that there have 


' been 300 desertions among the Chinese. 
The main | 
objects which the Government were 


Lorp COLERIDGE: The 300 deser- 
tions were during three months: that 
would be at that rate 1,200 in the 
year. 


THE Duxe or MARLBOROUGH: 
That may or may not be the case; but, 
if the noble Lord attaches so much 
importance to desertion, I think he 
ought to have selected the case of the 
Kaffirs instead of that of the Chinese. 


The noble and learned Lord asked for 
information with regard to flogging. If 


he will examine this Blue-book carefully 


he will see that there have been only 
five cases of flogging as a result of these 
riots. He further asked how this flogging 
was administered and who was entitled 
to give it. If he will turn to page 41 he 
will see this statement, made by Lord 
Milner— 

‘* By the law of the colony no sentence of 
whipping imposed by a magistrate can be 
carried out till the record is sent to and sen- 
tence confirmed by a Judge of the Supreme 
Court.” 


I think that is sufficient protection to 
ensure that no improper or exaggerated 
form of whipping is given to the Chinese. 
I do not think I need say anything more 
with regard to riots. The noble and 
learned Lord did not, I am glad to say, 
attach too great importance to them, 
There have been a certain number 
of riots, but few of them have veen 
very important. One took place at the 
it arose over the 


was a dispute between the Chinese and 
the mine managers. So far as we are 
aware, all questions of difference and 
dispute have now been arranged, and 
we do not anticipate that there will be 
any further trouble. The noble and 
learned Lord will see that these riots 
are becoming fewer in number. Daring 
the last seven months of the year 1904 
there were seven riots; this year there 
have only been four riots, although there 
are a greater number of Chinese in the 
mines now than last year. I think 
Mr. Evans’s prophecy is a right and 
proper one, that the longer the Chinese 
are there and the more there are of them 
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or disturbances among them. 


' J think I have dealt with the majority, 
or at any 1ate with the most important 
of the points raised by the noble and 
learned Lord. I should like to refer for 
one moment to the condition of life in 
the compounds. What does Mr. Evans 
say on this matter? It is fully set forth 
in his long statement contained in this 
Blue-book. He says the accommodation 
for the Chinese is excellent, the rcoms 
are built of brick, the places are well 
ventilated, the drains are excellent, there 
is electric light for heating, there are 
most admirable bathing-houses, and in 
some compounds there are dining halls 
which will hold as many as 500 Chinamen. 
The compounds are not prisons. The 
gate of the compound is open all day, 
and the Chinaman has the right to go 
in ard out just as he thinks fit. The 
hospitals are admirable, and there are 
Chinese doctors as well as, if neces- 
sary, @ European doctor. Inspectors 
are constantly visiting the com- 
pounds. The freedom of the men is 
commented upon. They are allowed 
to go from one compound to another 
and exchange views with their friends 
in the neighbouring mines, and if they 
have any point of view which they 
wish to put to a fricnd in the neighbour- 
hocd they are capable of doing so. Mr. 
Evans concludes his report— 

“The experiment has been an undoubted 
succes, and will be more so from day to day 


if the present condition of fair treatment and 
honest supervision is thoroughly maintained.” 


But Mr. Evans is not the cnly 
authority | can quote to substantiate 
the statcment that the Chinese are 
properly treated in the compounds. 
fhe noble end learned Lord and noble 
Lords opposite will not attach the same 
importance that we do to the opinion 
of Mr. Evans, but I may say, in paren- 
thesis, that Mr. Evans has for twenty 


years Leen in clcese touch with the 
Chinese in the Straits Settlements. His 
opinion is one bascd upon long 


experience, and I] think we are entitled 
to give to it every consideration. 
But | prefer to quote other opinions. 
] have the opinions of public men who 
have visited the compourds themselves. 
= 

The Luke of Marlborougn. 


{LORDS} 
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in the district the fcwer will ke the riots I notice that Sir Gilbert Parker, who 


visited the compounds, told the House 
of Commons that the Chinese had as 
comfortable quarters as anyone in the 
House; and Mr. Worsley-Taylor spoke 
upon the admirable system of the com- 
pounds, how well the men were lookid 
after in them, and said he was 
thoroughly satisfied with the treatment 
they received. The Secretary of State, 
when he pointed out the great value ot 
this testimony of two Members of Par- 
liament who had visited the compounds 
for themselves, was interrupted by the 
Opyosition, not by denials, not by 
expressions of disapproval, but by 
expressions of disappointed and reluctant 
agreement. I now turn to one other 
authority, whose opinion cannot be 
ignored, an authority to whom noble 
Lords opposite, I know, will attach the 
greatest importance and consideration. 
I allude to the opinion of a no less dis- 
tinguished individual than Mr. Burt, the 
Member for Morpeth. What did Mr, 
Burt say? When he was interviewed 
upon the question of the treatment of 
the Chinese in South Africa, he said— 
“T must add that I have inspected the com- 
pounds, kitchens, dining-halls, and all arrange- 
ments for the hospitals, and, having scen the 
food supplied to them, I do not think that 


with regard to the food and treatment there can 
be any reasonable complaint.” 


He went on to add that in his opin‘on 
the Chinese were treated even better than 
the Kaffirs themselves, These are the 
views of gentlemen in public positions 
having very different political opinions, 
and yet you will note that there is 
absolutely unanimous agreement upon 
this one ques‘ion of the treatment of the 
Chinese in the compounds. 


I do not wish to be too controversial 
upon this matter, but I cannot help being 
reminded that this treatment of the 
Chinese, substantiated as it is by various 
authorities, differs very much from those 
prophecies which noble Loids opposite 
made when we debated this question 
last session. What did neble Lords say 
at that time? The noble ; Marquess 
opposite termed the conditions under 
which the Chinese would be employed 
“semi-slavery,” and he called them 
prisorers. The noble Lord beside him, 
Lord Carrington, ventured to describe to 
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your Lordships what a compound was 
like. He said— 

“T do not know if you have seen a native 
compound. I have, and a more horrible sight 
it is impossible to conceive. Imagine a piece 
of ground surrounded by corrugated iron, 
crowded with natives, some smoking, others 
sitting and gambling, and others watching a 
dance, to say the least of it, somewhat wanting 
in delicacy.” 


That was a gloomy and remarkable 
statement, and one which will hardly com- 
pare with those testimonies I have just 
read to your Lordships. The Leader of the 
Opposition in your Lordships’ House in- 
formed us that the Chinese were to be 
placed in cages, though I admit he after- 
wards admitted that he used the term in 
a figurative sense; and it was Lord 
Monkswell who said subsequently that if 


they were not placed in cages there would | 


be very few of them left. The noble Lord 
on the Cross Benches, Lord Stanmore, 


predicted that ifthe Chinese were herded | 


together in close barracks they would 
escape by another way, that of suicide. 
As a matter of fact, only two have escaped 
in that way, which is, I believe, a much 


smaller proportion than exists by suicide | 


in the Celestial Land itself. The right 
rev. Prelate the Bishop of Hereford, in 
his fervour, also said that these Chinamen 
were no better than animated Oriental 
implements. Towhat degree these state- 
ments have been falsified by subsequent 
events it is hardly necessary for me to 
state. We are entitled to draw our own 
conclusions, and I think the country will 
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that the white man would be deprived of 
the means of livelihood and that his 
wages would be reduced by the advent of 
the Chinese. There is now £590,000 a 
year spent in South Africa in wages to 
white men over and above the amount 
that was paid prior to the arrival of the 
Chinese. They told us that the immigra- 
tion of the Chinese would oust the K.6ffir 
from his legitimate employment. There 
are more Kaffirs to-day in the mines 
than there were previous to the arrival 
of the Chinese, and they are earning just 
as good wages as formerly. They told 
us that the advent of the Chinese would 
| lower the wages both of the white man 
}and the Kaffir; but the wages of the 
white man and the Kaffir are not lower 
than they were before the arrival of 
the Chinese. In the face of facts iike 
| these it is not surprising that a gentle- 
|/man like Mr. Quin, who js the chief 
opponent of Chinese labour in South 
| Africa, should have stated, when inter- 
viewed on the subject— 





“The Chinese are here. the Ordinance is 
passed, the people appear to be contented, there 
is no objection raised, and, as far as I am con- 
cerned, in any politics that [ may take part in 
future the question is absolutely finished.” 

On this question of Chinese labour the 
majority of noble Lords of this House 
have already formed their opinion and 
have recorded that opinion on several 
occasions, but if the noble and learned 
Lord opposite persists in rushing in where 
Mr. Burt will not venture and where Mr. 
Quin will not dare to tread—— 


draw this conclusion, that they have been | 


considerably misinformed as to the real 
facts of this case by the somewhat rash 
and indiscriminate comments of noble 
Lords opposite and the Party to which 
they belong. 


Noble Lords opposite are admirable 
critics; they criticise our policy in 
this House with great effest and with 


consummate skill; but I cannot say the | 


same of them in their capacity of 
prophets, for there is no prediction which 
they have made which has not been 
totally falsitied by subsequent events. 
They told us that the employment of 


white men in South Africa would be re- | 


duced by the advent of the Chinese. 
There are 3,000 more white men to-day 
in South Africa than there were before 
the arrival of the Chines». They told us 


Lorp COLERIDGE: Will the noble 
Duke say wherein I differ from Mr. 
| Burt # : 
|_ Tur Duxe or MARLBOROUGH: Mr. 
| Burt says the condition of the Chinese is 


| excellent. 


Lorp COLERIDGE: I never assailed 
|it. I never said that the Chinese were 
| not well fed and well housed. We feed 
| and house our horses well when we want 
| them to work. 


| Tur Duke or MARLBOROUGH: I 
| certainly inferred from the noble and 
le.rned Lord’s speech that he was not as 
satisfied as Mr. Burt was as to the treat- 
ment meted out tothe Chinese. Anyway, 








451 Transvaal 
the noble and learned Lord has ventured 
on ground which Mr. Quin declines 
entirely to tread; and I cannot feel that 
the remarks which the noble and learned 
Lerd has made in the course of his speech 
this afterncon can be considered in any 
way as injurious to the policy of His 
Majesty’s Government. 


Bart CARRINGTON : My Lords, after 
listening to the very powerful speech of 
my noble and learned friend behind me, 
and to the speech of the noble Duke who 
has replied on behalf of the Government, 
[am still more at a loss than ever to 
make out what possible justification His 
Majesty’s Government have had in 
sanctioning this Chinese Ordinance. It 
would seem that there might be two 
justifications for it—first, the universal 
consensus of British and Colonial opinion 
in favour of it; and secondly, the fact 
thit it would of itself ¢pso facto bring an 
enormous quantity of British white 
labour into South Africa and make it a 
white self-goveruing colony. But so far 
as T was able to follow the noble Duke 
{ donot think he tried to prove either 
of those two things. He laid great str ss 
on the fact that there were 5,000 more 
whites employed now than formerly, 
T suppose he was justified in making a 
great point of that ; but I would respect- 
fully remind him that before the time of 
the Raid, in the early nineties, British 
workmen were arriving in South Africa 
in great numbers. [remember Mr. Cecil 
Rhodes saying on many occasions that 
if the Imperial Gove nment would only 
hold their hand and not interfere with 
South Africa the Britishers were coming in 
in such large numbers every month that 
the country by sheer force of numbers 
would fall like a ripe apple into our 
hands. I think, therefore, that the 
boast that 5,000 more white men 
are employed on account of the 
influx of 386,000 rather low - class 
Chinese coolies is not a feather in the cap 
of His Majesty’s Government. 


The noble Puke proceeded to call my 
noble and learned friead behind me to 
task with regard to the desertions. He 
said there were very few desertions of 
— in comparison with the desertions 
of Kaffirs that took place previously. 
These are quarter'y Returns ; 


Lhe Dike of Murlborough 
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(Chines: Labour). 


{%. 
402 


and 300 desertions per quarter is 1,200 a 
year, and that took place when there 
were 14,000 Chinese in South Africa, 
whereas the averaged desertion of Kaffirs, 
when 80,000 were employed, was 8,000 a 
year. I am not much of an arithmetician, 
but I calculate that this comes out at 
about the same average. The noble 
Duke went on to quote the opinion of a 
certain Mr. Quin, and he rightly made a 
great point of the speech which thit 
gentleman delivered, in which he said— 
“The Chinese are here. ... As farasTam 
concerned in politics, the question is finished.” 
Lord Milner made a great pont of 
that, and he wrote, in a despatch— 


‘Personally Iam convinced that the last of 
all serious opposition has been spoken.” 


Lord Milner quoted Mr. Quin’s state- 
ment, but, unintentionally of course, 
left out a very important part of that 
speech, for Mr. Quin said— 

“Please understand that I speak for myself.” 


There is a proverb that “ One swallow 
does not make a summer,” and one 
Mr. Quin does not make all the white 
people in the Transvaal pro - Chows. 
In considering the statement made by 


| | bord Milner that we have heard the 
aud | 


last of all serious opposition, we must 
remember the conditions — under 
which these people live. We have hada 
case lately of Members of the House of 
Commons issuing a manifesto to their 
tenants, saying that they would consider 
it &@ great want of respect to them if 
their tenants voted against the political 
opinions of the landlords. What is done 
in England is done also, without any bid 
motive, [have no doubt, in the Transvaal, 
and after the treatment that was me‘ed 
out to Mr. Moneypenny, of the Johannes- 
burg Star, and to Mr. Creswell and others, 
the employees of these great companies 
must consider that it would be best at any 
rate to agree outwardly, whatever they 
may think inwardly, with these big 
houses in politics or else hold their 
tongues, 


The noble Duke went on to speak 
of the way in which the Chinese are 
treated. No one is more pleased, T am 
sure, than the noble and learned Lord 
who called attention to this question to- 
day to know that th+y are well treatel, 


‘ft-r all, | but I think some of the credit for that is 
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due to the Party to which I have the 
honour to belong, because we have 
through good report and bad report done 
the best we could to alleviate the con- 
ditions under which these men live, and 
we do claim some part of the credit for 
the good conditions under which they live. 
The noble Duke took me to task with 
regard to a description of a compound 
which I gave in the course of a discussion 
last year, but I would remind him that 
the compound I was speaking of was one 
I saw at Kimberley in 1891. Tam glad to 
hear that a great advance has been made, 
and that the compounds are not really in 
the horrible condition now in which they 
were when I visited Kimberley. The 
noble Duke also quoted Mr. Burt. We 
are extremely glad that Members of 
Parliament on our side of the House, as 
well as Sir Gilbert Parker on the other, 
should have visited thes» compounds, 
and be able to join in giving credit where 
credit is due. Mr. Burt says there is 
nothing to find fault with in the treat- 
ment of the Chinese as far as feeding and 
living is concerned— I have heard that 
they have everything in the world they 
want except dry champagne—-but Mr. 
Burt also made another very remarkable 
statement. He said that though the 
Chinese were well treated, wherever he 
went he found— 
“ Among working men of all trades general 
unabated hostility against Chinese labour.” 
And he went so far as to say—and 
Mr. Burt is not a man who exaggerates 
or, as the French siy, embroiders --that— 
* Even some mining Johannesburg directors 
(themselves strongly favourable to the Ordin- 
ance) frankly admitted it could never have 
been passed in any freely-elected Parliament.” 
Lord Milner is right, I think, when he 
declares that there will not be any more 
serious opposition as regards Chinese 
labour, but I do not think the noble 
Duke and his friends can consider it a 
great feather in their cap to haye 
educated public opinion in a Crown 
colony up to this pitch, and to Lave 
assisted in making the Transvaal a plute- 
cratic Community, served by cheap alien 
labour under conditions wh'ch never 


would have been sanctioned if there had | 


beer a free Parliament in the country. 


I feel so strongly upon this that I hope 
your Lordship will extend your indul- 
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| gence to me for another five minutes 
while I state what I believe is the great 
danger of this Chinese Ordinance. The 
policy may or may not be popular in 
South Africa, but of one thing I am 
perfectly certain — namely, that the 
recent elections ail over the country 
have shown that the Chinese policy of 
His Majesty's Government is extremely 
unpopular, disliked, and mistrusted by 
the people et large in this country. 
What I think is more importent still is 
the feeling of hostility towards the 
Chinese Ordinance which exists in the 
self-governing Colonies throughout the 
Empire. Most of the newspapers in 
England are in favour of the Chinese 
policy, and so we do not hear much of 
it. But perhaps I may be permitted 
to call the attention of your Lordships 
to expressions of opinion with regard to 
this Ordinance on the part of the Parlia- 
ments of self-governing Colonies. In 
Australia, in March, 1904, the Upper 
House without a division, and the Lower 
House by fifty-four votes to five, passed 
Resolutions «declaring that they had 
grave objection to Chinese labour in the 
Transvaal when it was permitted with- 
out a referendum or responsible Govern- 
ment being given to the Colony. Tn 
November, 1904, in New Zealand, the 
Upper House without a division, and the 
Lower House by fifty votes to four, 
deeply regretted the introduction of 
Chinese labour without the sanction by 
vote of the white population or re- 
sponsible Government being granted. 
In Cape Colony, in November, 1904, the 
Parliament reaffirmed its anti-Chinese 
Resolution of July 2nd, 1903. In 
Canada, except in British Columbia, the 
question is not an acute one, and there 
has not been a Resolution in the Imperial 
Parliament upon it; but at British 
Columbia the poll-tax has been raised to 
£100 a head for each Chinaman who goes 
into the country, and they have passed 
some anti-Japanese legislation as well, 
which I understand has been disallowed 
by the Dominion Parliament. 


(Chinese Labour). 


What have the chief men of these 
colonies said on this subject? I will 
take a few very short quotations fron 
|their great Australian statesmen. Mr. 
| Deakin, who is a great supporier of His 
| Majesty’s Government and of Mr, 
i 
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Chamberlain’s preferential tariff policy, 
says— 


“Why were we not told of this outcome of | time. 


{LORDS} 
| 
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which created a great sensation at the 


We were then told by Mr, 


Chinese labour at the commencement of the | Chamberlain that our great Empire was 


struggle? We should have said, ‘ Keep your 
mines. Your cheapness is too dearly pur- 
chased. It is not to be bougnt by blood. No 
Empire can be made strong by such means.’”’ 

Then I take Mr. Watson, the Labour 
Premier, also a great supporter of Mr. 
Chamberlain and preferential tariffs. 
says— 


‘““We are told that Mr. Chamberlain is 


largely responsible for the introduction of | f Rapisadi 
‘conclusion that if it is true that the 


Chinese in South Africa. Quite so. No 
one has protested more strongly than myself 
against that action, and I trust that those 
responsible will in the interests of the 


| 


He | - 
‘labour that point. 


in peril. He also, in a later speech, com- 
pared the Empire to a loose bundle of 
sticks bound together by a thin tie of 
sentiment and sympathy. I do not 
think that was a very noble description 
of the British Empire, but I will not 
In those two years 
men have been thinking over this speech, 
and a good many of us have come to the 


Empire is in peril, may it not be that a 


great portion of that danger has been 


Empire meet their reward at the hands of the | 


electors. ’ 


Then Mr. Hughes, late Minister for | 


Foreign Affairs in the first Commonwealth | 


Parliament, said— 


‘*Speaking as far as I am able on behalf of 
my constituents, I will never vote for the 
despatch of another contingent to take part 


ina war if such an Ordinance as is now pro- | 
| 


posed be carried into effect.” 


This policy seemed to many of as a 


caused by the South African policy of 
the right hon. Gentleman himself! By 
the courtesy of the House, I have quoted 
some opinions of the different Colonial 
Governments, and I think I may 
fairly say that this Chinese question has 
set amatch to that bundle of sticks 


| loosely tied together which is smouldering 


very dangerous one eighteen months | 


ago, but at that time the circumstances 
were different. The great Empires of 
Britain and Russia were striving for 
supremacy in the Far East. Now, the 


whole thing is entirely changed, and it | 
seems to me that the situation is far more | 


dangerous now than it was eighteen 
months ago. Japan has developed into 
a first-rate Power. She will, I suppose, 


be sending her ambassadors to the Courts | 


of all the great Powers of Europe, and 
the millions of Chinamen are bound to 
come under her moral and practical 
suasion, If there ever was a time when 
the Chinese question required careful and 
delicate handling, one would have thought 
it was the present, ard yet this is the 
very time His Majesty’s Government has 
selected to dump down into one of the 
nerve centres of the Empire 36,000 low- 
class Chinese coolies, some of whom I 
believe are criminals, accompanied by 
only two wives and six children. I ask, 
is this the time jor the British Govern- 
ment to have granted to the mineowners 
a request which the late President Kruger 


himself, irom the highest patriotic 
motives, absolutely and indignantly 


to a dangerous extent, and which may, 
at any moment, burst out into a fierce 
flame of discontent, and all the more 
because this is no longer, as we were told, 
“an experiment ’—itis a fixed policy; 
and in their addresses to the electors 
Conservative candidates openly say that 
they are in favour of the Chinese policy 
of His Majesty’s Government. 


The danger seems to me to be still 
more acute, because we are informed 
on the highest authority that the 
present Government do not intend 
to submit this question to the verdict of 
the electors or, indeed, any other 
question, as long as they are sup- 
ported by a majority in the House of 
Commons. That means, in all human 
probability, that the Unionist Govern- 
ment wiil remain in power for another 
eighteen months. Noble Lords on the 
Front Bench opposite cheer that state- 
ment. Is that honestly a matter for 
hilarity and satisfaction when you think 
that within eighteen months we shall be 
face to face with an army of over 100,000 
low-class Chinese coolies in the Transvaal, 
which we have been told by my noble 
friend behind me has 1,200,000 inhabi- 


‘tants all told, out of which less than 


300,000 are whites. What are we who 


refused to take into consideration when it detest this Ordinance, who think it is un- 


was proposed to him ? 
Larl Carrington. 


British, and who would work fiercely and 








oa a eee 





== l lr 


Se evr er we ewe ” 


le 


d 








Transvaal 


437 


honestly to stop the torrent of it, to do ? | House. 
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they feel is that it 
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To whom are we to turn ? We are laughed | must eventually be the death knell of 


at and our opinions are derided; the 


home life. This Empire was won by 


Resolutions of the different self-governing | sacrifice, and we are told that itcan only 


Colonies are absolutely ignored ; the out- 
look seems hopeless. ‘To whom are we to 
turn ? 

I believe there is one last chance. 
There is only one man who is powerful 
enough to help us. Lord Lansdowne is 


one of the few living statesmen who bas | 


won his spurs in the wide world. He was 
Governor-General of Canada and Viceroy 
of India, and he holds in his hands the 
threads of those delicate manipulations 
with great Powers which men call “ Foreign 
Affairs,’ to him I make my last appeal. 
Ifhe can stand up in this House, which he 
Jeads with so much courtesy and ability, 
and tell us that he considers this Chinese 
Ordinance a policy that is in the best 
interests of the nation, a policy that is 
prestige and = statesmanship, I have 
nothing more to say. I have such 
respect for the noble Marquess that, so far 
as fam concerned, if he will get up and 


say that, he will take all the wind out of | 


sails. I 


my 


ask him, Can he con- | 


scientiously stand up and say that my | 


noble friend Lord Spencer, who leads the 
Opposition in your Lordships’ House, was 
wrong when he wrote— 

‘We should pause before we continue a policy 
which is the subject of such bitter contention 
and which has deeply stirred the moral sense 
of England and her Colonies.” 

Lord Spencer went on to say— 

“Ts it right to continue this system of in- 
dentured labour beyond the obligations of 
existing contracts ?” 

I heard with the greatest regret the 
speech made by the Prime Minister at the 


be maintained by sacrifice. Ought we 
not as Englishmen to sacrifice a chance 
of immediate pecuniary advantage so as 
to meet the conscientious convictions of 
our brothers across the sea? Ought 
we not to try and justify the war by 
the fulfilment of those promises with 
which we went to war, and convince 
the colonists, who sent us their best 
and their bravest in the hour of need, 
that their brave soldiers who fought for 
the ideal of British supremacy and for 
the freedom of British colonisation have 
not fought and striven and died in vain. 


*Toe LORD ARCHBISHOP or 
CANTERBURY: My Lords, I do not 


| know that I can adi very much to the 


consistent with the high ideals of British | information before your Lordships or help 


greatly towards the eluc dation of the 
opinions that we should form upon this 
subject by saying the few words that I 
desire to say to-night. Ihave spoken on 
this subject four times already, and have 
explained to your Lordships what seemed 
to me to be alike its difficulties and its 
drawbacks, but as the noble and learned 
Lord who opened this discussion openly 


| called upon me, I feel that it might seem 
| cowardly or discourteous if I did not say 


Albert Hall when he was addressing several | 


thousands of his supporters at the annual 
meeting of the Primrose 
He sneered and jeered at those who 
conscientiously are opposed to this 
Chinese Ordinance. I wish that it had 


League. | 


happened to him to have spent Six | 


months or a year in a self-governing 
colony, He would then have known that 
beneath this conscientious objection to 
Chinese labour there lies a most poetic 
and pathetic vein of feeling. It is not 
only the death knell of British labour 
that they fear. There are other horrors 


too great for me to mention in this) 


VOL, CXLVI. [Fourru Serizs.] 


a few words in reply. I have no right to 
expect, and I do not expect, that the view 
at which J have arrived upon this subject 
will be acceptable either to those who 
feel, as Lord Carrington does, that it was 
the bounden duty of the authorities at 
home to override what I believe is now 
admitted by almost everyone to be the 
general wish of the people of the 
Transvaal— — 


Earth CARRINGTON: No. 


*Tue LORD ARCHBISHOP 9 or 
CANTERBURY: As the noble Lord 
challenges me on that point I would refer 
him to the pamphlet issued by Mr. 
Creswell, in which thatgentleman seems to 
admit that, however deeply he may regret 
it, the general opinion has gone round to 
that side. Ido not, as I say, expect that 
the view at which I have arrived on this 
subject will be acceptable to those 
who feel that it was the bounden 
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duty of the authorities at Downing 
Street to override the opinion of 
the large majority in the Transvaal, on 
the ground that the thing is so in- 
herently mischievous and bad that no 
amount of conditions or limitations 
can make it anything but intolerable. 
Nor, again, can I expect to satisfy 
those who take the view that this 
Ordinance is an admirable plan in every 
respect, is good for the prosperity of the 
Transvaal, good for the Chinaman, and 
good even for the Kaifirin South Africa, 
and that it ought by all means to be 
encouraged. I share neither of those 
views. But I have honestly tried to get 
at the facts of the case so far as they are 
ascertainable from a perusal of the litera- 
ture which has been published on the 
subject. I regard the matter as one in 
which the opinions of Lord Milner, Sir 
Arthur Lawley, and other high-minded 
and public-spirited men in the Transvaal 
are entitled to the fullest consideration 
and respect. On the other hand, it is 
only with the most marked limitations 
that I have felt it could be right for the 
authorities at home to give their sanction 
to an Ordinan ‘e which I honestly admit 
jars upon me whichever way I look at 
it, and one which it surprises me to 
think should have been felt to be des:r- 
able by those who initiated it. 


I tried a year ago to explain what 
appeared to me to be the three conditions 
which ought to be imposed before any 
sanction could properly be given by the 
home authorities to such an arrangeinent 
asthis. The first was that there should be 
no fraudulent enlistment ; that men should 
not be brought away from their homes 
urder pretences which should turn out 
to have been misleading. The next was 
that there should be in the life lived by 
these men nothing in the nature of what 
could properly be called slavery, that 
there should b- no intolerable conditions 
imposed which we should feel to be im- 
possible and discreditable when dealing 


with the difficult subject of the employ- 


ment by a race of a superior grade in 
civilisation of members of a race of 
inferior grade. ‘The third condition was 
that there should not be, by thisincursion 
of the Chinese into the ‘lransvaal, any 
element intrcduced of real peril as re- 
gards the morality of the community 


The Lord Archbishop of Canterbury. 
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‘into which they entered. To that view 
I absolutely adhere. 

I have looked with the greatest care, 
not merely to the official reports, but 
also to the hostile pamphlets written 
against this movement, to see whether or 
not these conditions appear to have been 
violated. With regard to the first condi- 
tion, I think the information which has 
been brought before us on both sides 
shows that, so far as _ ingenuity 
cou'd devise them, safeguards of 
every sort have been provided 
against the danger of fraudulent 
enlistment. Moreover, it is, I think, un- 
disputed that the regions from which 
immigrants are now coming are in many 
cases regions to which letters are going 
back from those who are at work, and 
those, therefore, who are leaving for the 
Transvaal, have had an opportunity of 
knowing what those who have preceded 
them think and feel about it. 

Then, with regard to the treatment 
of the Chinese when in the Transvaal, 
the question is so surounded with difficul- 
ties that I feel that the official testimony 
on the subject requires to be carefully 
checked by the utterances of those who 
observe the matter from a point of view 
hostile to the enactment as a whole, 
Mr. Creswell, in his pamphlet, declares 
that the statements as to slavery and 
as to the Chinese labourers being 
badly housed and badly treated are 
simply a mistake in fact, and_ that 
such allegations do harm to the 
cause he supports. Speaking from 
personal inspection, he says that the 
natives and Chinese in all the best mines 
have greater material comfort than they 
ever had before in their lives. That 
testimony can be abundantly supported 
from other sources, and your Lordships 
will remember that it comes from a 
man who is foremost in opposing the 
whole Ordinanee. 


When we come, however, to the 
third condition, the case is different. 
It is one which it appears to me 
has been too little considered by 
those who were first responsible for 
the movement, and a!so, as far as the 
Blue-book shows, by those who are at 
present administering the Ordinance in 
the Transvaal. It is a problem full of 
| difficulty, and I am far from saying what 
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ought to be done. It is strange that in 
a Blue-book so voluminous and thorough 
as this there should be not one single 
reference to this difficulty. Everybody 
believed, at first, that if the Chinaman 
was given the choice of taking his wife 
and family with him he would be likely 
to do so. We ought to have known 
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ago this question was continually 
to the front. In the proceedings before 
the Commission of 1854 and in the 
correspondence with the Colonial Office of 
that day, the problem was dwelt upon, and 
the opinion of the Colonial Office then was 
that it deserved the closest and most 
careful attention. It may be that the 
Colonial 








better. On looking back to the con- 
troversies that took place fifty years ago | Office at home have at this moment infor- 
about Chinese emigration to the West | mation that all necesssary or possible 
Indies and elsewhere, I find that it was | precautions are being taken and that 
stated by Mr. Alcock and others that the | apprehensions are comparatively grounde 
Chinese emigrant never did and never | less; but I should like to be assured 
would take his wife with him. The} that the matter has received the 
more Closely that I have inquired since | attention it deserves in connection with 
into the usages of that people the more | the subject as a whole. What has 
certainly does this appear to be) brought about the apparent change 
true. It seems to me that the | from the aspect in which the difficulty 
facilities which have been given are ample | presented itself fifty years ago? Have 
and generous, and the fact that they have | the habits of the Chinese people altered, 
not been taken advantage of shows that or can it be that we are less particular 
the Chinaman is following what is appar- than we then were, less on the watch in 
ently the rule of his race. The fact is | safeguarding our fellow-subjects against 
disquieting, and I should like to know an evil which can only be_ indirectly 
a little more as to what it is likely referred to? All I venture to say is that, 
to involve; for I do not feel satisfied while I regard the first two conditions 
with the testimony that has been given upon which I have insisted as having 
to us to-night to the effect that all is | been successfully carried out, and find no 
going right. Itis impossible to judge of | ground for dissatisfaction in the Blue- 
such a question after a few months | book, I do not find equal satisfaction in 
only of the residence of these men/| the absence of reference to that third 
in strange surroundings and under condition which I have mentioned. I have 
limitations that are likely to be _tried to look at the whole subject 
relaxed in practice. That is not a suffi- | honestly, and to arrive at an independent 
cient criterion to enable us to judge of | and unbiassed opinion about it. It is 
what may be a difficulty when this large | certainly beset with the greatest 
number of men have been residents for difficulties, and, for my part, while I 
a long time, say two years, and have} am far from being happy or satisfied 
been mixing with other people, for, | at such @ thing being done at all, itis my 
as the Blue-book shows, they will | special wish that upon the moral aspect 
probably be allowed aiter a time to! of thig life of the Chinese in the com- 
have larger liberty of exit from the pounds we should have fuller informa- 
boundaries within which they are re- | tion than the House at present possesses. 
strained, and, therefore, probably to _ 
with the native races and other people. | ~e 
Tam not competent, and still less am I | *Tue Eart or MINTO: My Lords, I 
desirous, to prophesy that evil will have been so long absent from this 
follow; but those who have had | country that I feel very difident in 
experience of Chinese labourers elsewhere dressing your Lordships, but, as my 
and are able to judge on the spot about noble friend Lord Carrington in his allu- 
present possibilities should look more | $!0ns to —— legislation Te to — 
closely than the Blue-book shows they ! hope I may be allowed to make oe 
have looked into such a question if | remarks, for I cannot entirely agree with 
we are to hope that a right judgment | the complexion which he put upon that 
may be formed. | legislation. During the term of my office 
When the question of Chinese immigra- | 12 Canada I saw a good deal of legislation 
tion was discussed half a century | levelled against not only Chinese but 
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Government or the Colonial 
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Japanese immigration, but that legisla-; and see these resources remain unde- 
tion was entirely provincial. It was| veloped through some theoretical idea 
legislation inaugurated by the Parliament | that we must not employ other than 
of British Columbia, and it was invariably | white labour ? 

disallowed by the Dominion Parliament. 

It was not only directed against immi- | Lorp STANMORE: My Lords, I do 
gration, but dealt also with employment | not wish the debate to close without 
in certain trades in British Columbia not | saying a few words on this subject. I 
only of Chinese but Japanese, and it was | cannot agree with the noble Duke the 
objected to by the Dominion Government | Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies 
chiefly on the ground that it was anti-| that this is a subject which has been 
Imperial. I may tell your Lordships | already completely thrashed out. | 
that this strong feeling against the immi- | think it is a very important one, and one 
gration of Chinese and Japanese in| which still affords great possibilities of 
British Columbia is very much mixed up | discussion; and my reason for rising is 
with labour interests and utilised for | to bring before the House some considers- 


political purposes. The result of all this | tions to which I think the attention of 


legislation was that a Royal Commission 


was appointed, I think in 1900, and it | 
reported in 1902 against both Chinese | 
and Japanes: immigration, but the| 
only result was that the Dominion | 
Parliament still refused to pass the | 
British Columbian Acts, though they | 
did agree ultimately to raise the poll-tax | 
for each Chinaman from 100 dollars to | 
In dealing with this ques-| 
tion I do not think it is fair to draw | 
comparisons between British Columbia 
in its present stateand the Transvaal ; if | 
you want to make a fair comparison you | 
must go back to the early days of British | 
Columbia before its resources were de- | 


500 dollars. 


| your Lordships has not been drawn. It 
is not so much the interests of the Chinese 
labourers that I wish to refer to. We 
all desire that they should be fairly 
treated, but that is not the sole or the 
principal object which we have in view. 
You can do nothing in this matter with- 
out its having a great effect upon the 
whole system of indentured immigration 
throughout a!l our Colonies. There will 
be throughout themall a movement forthe 
reJaxation of those regulations which are 
now in force inregard to the employment 
of labourers, if some additional restriction 
is not added to those which exist in the 
Transvaal. 


veloped. Those resources were developed | 


very largely by means of Chinese labour. 
The Canadian Pacific Railway, the mak- 
ing of which really brought British 
Columbia into confederation, was built 
very largely by Chinese labourers, There 
were something like 7,000 employed on 
the line, and they were a well-behaved, 
respectable body of men. All the re- 
sources in British Columbia at that time 
were developed to a great extent by the 
Same means, because white labour did 
not exist. We all wish to employ white 
labour if we can get it, and at the 
present moment white labour ip British 


Columbia may be more available than it 


There is another and mwre important 
reason why I desire to see this subject 
well ventilated in Parliament and in the 
country ; I referto the effect this system 
will have on the white population of the 
colonies where these immigrants ate 
employed by the encouragement it will 

give to the pernicious views which are 
only too prevalent at present in those 
colonies with regard to the manner in 
| which the different races living in them are 
| to be considered. Indentured immigration 
has been of vast benefit both to the 
colonies in which the labourers have been 
introduced and to the labourers them- 





was, but we must not forget that British selves. I have seen it abundantly 
Columbia rose to its present prosperous | illustrated. I have seen the coolies who 
position very largely through the em-|¢ame in misery and poverty from India 
ployment of Chinese labour. We must | develop into self-respecting householder 


all coccenins thet thes iid /and cultivators, and become prosperous 

; t f ss tenn periods in the |in ths land; and I have seen also how 
early history of cotonial dependencies | the colonies into which they have been 
when white labour is not obtainable, and | introduced have been benefited by their 


I ask your Lordships, are we to sit down | introduction, how cultivation has gom 
The Ecrl of Minto, 
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on where Cultivation did not exist before, 
and how what were practically deserts 
have blossomed into gardens under their 
agency. But it has always been and 
always will be a difficult and dangerous 
task. It is a system which requires the 
most careful watching and the most 
careful regulation. Without those regu- 
lations and without that care it is a 
serious danger to the community. Such 
a danger must always exist where you 
have a wholly artificial state of society 
founded upon exceptional laws. 


The late Lord Elgin was no sentimen- 
talist. The younger Members of the 


House, such as the noble Duke the Under- : 


Secretary for the Colonies, do not 
remember bim, but there are many older 
Peers who will recollect that he was a 
man of great ability and sagacity, and of 
rather a cynical than a sentimental turn 
of mind. This is what he wrote in a 
letter on this subject— 

“Tt isa terrible business this living among 
inferior races. Ihave seldom from man orwoman 
since I came to the East beard a sontence 
which was reconcilable with the hypothesis that 
Christianity had ever come into the world. 
Detestation, contempt, ferocity, these are the 
feelings with which Chinese and Indians alike 
are regarded. We do not treat them as dogs, 
because in that case we would whistle to them 
and pet them, but as machines with which we 
can have no communion or sympathy.” 


That is very much like the machines 
that my noble friend the noble Duke 
spoke of, and this testimony raises one 
of the greatest dangers in our dealings 
with this subject—the danger to the 
whites themselves of the encouragement 
of race hatred, and this is a point which 
I think it is important for us to consider, 


As to the three conditions referred to 
by the most rev. Primate, I think he 
has completely established the first. As 
far as the regulations go, I see nothing of 
unfairness in the way in which the coolies 
are recruited, There will be some unfair- 
ness—there always is—behind the scenes, 
but you cannot prevent that. As regards 
his second condition, I believe the 
physical treatment of the Chinese in the 
Transvaal is good, but physical treatment 
isnot all. When I read the description 
given of the compounds, of how the men 
are well fed, well housed, and well taken 
care of, [seemed to be reading some of 


the accounts of my old Inspector-General | 
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of Prisons in Ceylon. There, too, we 
took very good care to shut up people in 
compounds, where they were very well 
fed, very well housed, very well doctored, 
very well looked after, and very often 
much better off than out of prison, but 
they were in prison. I maintain that 
this compound system is the great blot 
on the African system of Chinese immi- 
gration. You have no right to shut up 
men in what are virtually prisons. It is 
a mistake to think that these regula- 
tions apply to coolies elsewhere. The 
noble Marquess the Leader of this 
House dwelt last year on the similarity 
of the laws that existed in this 
respect, but. he was quite mistaken. 
He quoted as an argument that the 
coolies in Trinidad were compelled to 
reside on the estates. It is true that 
in a quite recent Act—passed in 1899— 
that obligation of residence was for the 
first time put into the law. But what is 
meant by residence ? The noble Marquess 
thought it meant that they were confined 
to the estate and were punished if they 
left it. The noble Marquess, of course, 
cannot himself know much about colonial 
affairs; he is taken up with the impor- 
tant questions connected with his Depart- 
ment and probably only speaks on 
colonial matters on information supplied 
to him. A certain clause was given to the 
noble Marquess which he quoted to the 
House, but those who furnished him with 
that clause quite forgot to give him also 
Clause 137, which follows it, and which 
is to this effect, that it is punishable for 
any man to— 

“Absent himself without leave from the 
plantation in such manner or for such a time 
as to constitute a breach of the obligation of 
residence.” 

Nothing like the imprisonment in the 
compounds which obtains in South Africa 
obtains in any other colony, The im- 
migration of women is imperative in 
other colonies importing indentured 
labourers. If the same laws with regard 
to Chinese immigrants prevailed in South 
Africa as are enforced in other colonies 
the Chinese would not be counted by 
thousands, or by hundreds, or even by 
scores. If the same proportion of women 
to men was enforced there as is enforced 
in other colonies the number of Chinamen 
would be only six. Those who say that 
the conditions are the same in South 
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Africa as in other colonies may take that 
fact to heart and make the best they can 
of it. It must have a bad effect on the 
white community to be encouraged to 
look down on immigrants as prisoners. 


*Tue LORD BISHOP or HEREFORD: 
My Lords, even at this late hour I hope 
I may be permitted very briefly to say 
how this matter presents itself to plain 
and serious English people outside the 
Parliamentary circle. The noble and 
learned Lord at the beginning of his 
speech spoke of the Chinese Ordinance 
as a new departure. It is not because it 


is a new departure that we object to it, ' 


but because it is, in fact, a reversicn to 
a lower type of legislation and represents 
a policy whch we had hoped had been 
entirely discarded. English people have 
feelings of repulsion in regarding this 
Ordinance because of the taint of 
serfdom in it, 


The Questions of the noble and learned 
Lord were somewhat comprehensive. 
They dealt with the recruiting of the 
Chinese labourers, with their treat- 
ment in South Africa, and with the 
declarations of His Majesty’s Ministers 
on the subject. One cannot but observe 
to what an extent on this side of the 
House the discussion has been confined 
to the treatment of the natives. With 
regard to the question of recruiting, the 
well-known Chinese missionary, the Rev. 
Arnold Foster, has described the advertise- 
ments for these Jabourers in Northern 
China as absolutely misleading. Those 
advertisements are said to omit no 
favourable condition among the terms 
of the Ordinance except one, and that 
one is the condition that the Chinaman 
may take his wife to South Africa with 
him, while they hardly refer at all to 
those conditions which have in them the 
element of slavery. One would like to 
know whether that series of advertise- 
ments is still being circulated in Northern 
China—whether these roseate and mis- 
leading announcements are still the first 
thing the Chinese emigrants to South 
Africa are allowed to see. I agree that, 
on the whole, the treatment of the 
Chinese in the compounds is favourable. 
The mineowners are wise and shrewd 
men; they.are, no doubt, also influenced 
by:humane Lviews, and therefore it is | 
Lord Stanmore. 
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not surprising that they should treat 
their labourers well, Still, I have read, 
within the last day or two, statements 
in the Press of coolies having been 
tied up by the pigtail so that their 
toes only touched the ground, and go 
many cuts of the cane administered to 
them by order of the compound mana- 
ger. One cannot but ask who gives 
this authority ? This statement may not 
have been seen by many of your Lord- 
ships; it appeared in the Daily News, 
which, if not universally read, is read by 
an immense number of serious, middle- 
class English people. The statement was 
written to Mr. R. L. Brathwaite by a 
member of the Witwatersrand Trade and 
Labour Council and if ,it is mistaken it 
ought to be contradicted. 


But it is not merely of the Chinese 
that most of us are thinking. I am 
thinking also of the reputation of 
Englishmen, because this policy is a 
step backward, and has placed an 
offensive yellow blotch upon the 
escutcheon of our Empire of freedom. 
Moreover, putting aside the moral aspect 
of the question, and regarding it from the 
economical point of view, this system 
of indentured Chinese labour in the 
Transvaal is nothing more nor less than 
a triumph of capitalism. It is obvious 
to any impartial reader that the Trans- 
vaal is not governed by His Majesty's 
Government at home, or by the High 
Commissioner, but by a group of capi- 
talists, who have stated in the frankest 
terms that they do not wish the Rand 
to become a white man’scountry. Ther 
policy is that it should not be a country 
white men like 
Durham or Lancash're, everyone with a 
vote, but that the government of the 
country should be in the hands of a group 
of capitalists working servile labour. [ 
need not remind your Lordships of the 
very p'ain statements that have been made 
by chairmen of companies on this subject 
when they have met their shareholders, 
and Ineed not remind you of the state- 
ment made by Lord Milner, in which le 
said the Rand did not want a whiie 
proletariat. When this country sent its 
sons to fight in the late war they expected 
that they were fighting for something very 
different from this. However much we 
might have objected to the war, we had 
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hoped the result might be that we should 
see a colony of British citizens growing 
up and expanding, and we might have 
seen the beginning of this but for this 
policy. The noble and learned Lord has 
reminied us that but for the invasion of 
yellow Jabour we might fairly have 
anticipated the development of mining 
by the employment of an ever-increasing 
number of white men, so that we shou!d 
have had our fellow-countrymen going 
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from Cornwall and other parts and settling | 


with the r families in what would have 
become a prosperous and happy colony of 
the English self-governing type. Now itis 
beyond all question that the Randisaplace 
governed by a few millionaire capitalists, 
with its mines exploited by alien serfs. 
That is why the English people are, I 
believe, strongly opposed to that policy 
and will continue so in spite of any 
political blandishments. 


One word, my Lords, with reference to 
the declarations of His Majesty’s Minis- 
ters. We have nothing to complain of 
in the declaration of the noble Duke, but 
as I read the surprising speech made by 
the Prime Minister the other day in the 
Albert Hall, I felt that its unblushing 
cynicism called for a protest from allofus 
who have been opposed to this Ordinance, 
There we had the Prime Minister of 
England addressing a company of Prim- 
rose League ladies and saying to them 
that this Chinese advance has been 
opposed and assailed, not only by mis- 
representation, but by mendacious mis- 
representation. That is a very strong 
thing for a Prime Minister to say, and I 
think he ought to be more expl'cit when 
he indulges in such language. I have no 
doubt there may have been misrepresenta- 
tion in this and other forms of South 
African affairs, but Iam sure, if that is so, 
that the misrepresentation has not becn 
all on our side. The Prime Minister 
went on to appeal to the Primrose League 
ladies to defend the Government, religion, 
and the Chinese Ordinance, and I noticed 
he was standing strange to say, all the 
time, under the motto, Jmperium et 
libertas, I do not think I ever read any- 
thing more glaringly cynical or which I 
felt more seriously demanded a protest 
from these who have been conscientiously 
opposed to this O:dinance and its conse- 
quences, and I sincerely hope that those 
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ladies will not allow themselves to be 
turned into missionaries of this Chinese 
Ordinance. My Lords, we see various 
sorts of missionaries now-a-days, but I 
hope I may never see respectable British 
matrons going about in our constituencies 
as missionaries in support of this invasion 
of Chinese serfdom, [am convinced that 


(Chinese Labour). 


nothing can come of this Ordinance, 
morally or politically, but evil conse- 


quences to the Empire, which we must 
always regret, even if we can think of 
them without shame. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess of 
LANSDOWNE): My Lords, the arguments 
which are used in these not infrequent 
debates on Chinese labour in the Trans- 
vaal are so familiar that I hesitate to 
travel again over the ground which has 
heen covered by the speeches this evening. 
But the noble Lord opposite, Lord Car- 
rington, made so impassioned an appeal 
to me that I feel myself obliged to offer 
him some kind of response. I am afra‘d 
the noble Earl greatly exaygerates the 
elect of any words that are likely to fall 
from me upon an occasion of this sort; 
but as he desires my humble opinion on 
the subject, Iam willing to satisfy him. 
I am one of those who have always 
regatded the experiment which is being 
tried in the Transvaal as a very serious 
experiment, and one which requires close 
and attentive watching. We made the 
experiment not light-heartedly or with- 
out deep consideration; we made it 
because we were convinced that something 
of the kind was absolutely necessary {in 
the interest of the colony. 


Some of the old fallacies in connection 
with this subject, which have been from 
time to time controverted, die very hard, 
as we see from the debate this evening. 
[t has been said by more than one speaker 
—it was certainly said by the mover of 
the Motion—that His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment, or the mine-owners had by some 
means or another created an artificial 
seatcity of labour in South Africa with 
the object of facilitating the introduction 
of Chinese coolies. Was ever astatement 
wider of the mark than that? Whatare 
the facts? The complete collapse of the 


/mining industry was imminent. White 


‘ 


labour was unobtainable: Some of the 
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mineowners had tried to obtain it, and 
failed egregiously. Efforts were then made 


{LORDS} 


to obtain labour in other parts of the’ 


world. I remember that aneffort wasmade 
to obtain a certain number of coolies 
from one of the African protectorates, 
but it had to be given up in despair. 


Kaffir labour was not forthcoming in | 


sufficient numbers; andit was because 
the collapse was imminent, and be- 
cause the mining industry would have gone 
under, that we, not without hesitation 
as I have said, authorised the introduction 
of Chinese labour. Ifthe mining industry 
had gone under it would have carried 
with it most of the other industries in 
that part of Africa. 


What I always regret is that this 
question cannot be discussed without the 
exhibition of what I can only describe 
as a considerable amount of class preju- 
dice. During the course of the discussion 
this evening we have been constantly 
told that all this has been done for the 
sake of the capitalist class, who, because 
they are described as millionaires, seem 
to be regarded as wholly unworthy of 
any support or recognition. I want to 
know why the mineowners of South Africa 
are to be singled out for special attack 
in this manner. It is suggested that 
they are unworthy of our consideration 
because the wealth which is produced in 
the mines leaves the country ; but do 
noble Lords who use that argument 
suppose that the existence of these mines 
does not lead to other industries and 
other forms of employment of labour 
which create wealth—a wealth which 
does remain in the country and benefits 
those who dwell in it? Do noble Lords 
suppose that if, for example, the mines 
were to be suddenly closed, that would 
not affect the prosperity of the whole 
of South Africa, and the welfare of other 
trades besides the mining trade? There 
is another kind of class prejudice which 
I am sorry to say is also manifested 
on these occasions ; I think we have some 
right to complain of the manner in 
which the Chinese coolies themselves 
are very often referred to. The noble 
Lord opposite, Lord Carrington, on 
every occasion when he mentioned the 
word coolie coupled it with the epithet 
‘“low-elass’’; and durirg the course 
o¢ his speech he indicated not obscurely 


The Marquess of Lansdowne, 


satisfactory 
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that that class was distinguished by 
forms of immorality which he did not 
more particularly describe. 


The same point was dealt with, though 
I must say in a very different spirit and 
tone, by the most rev. Primate, who, I 
think very naturally, asked us wheth-r 
we were able to give an assurance as to 
the manner in which the question of the 
morality of the coolies had been dealt 
with. Well, I have to say that that 
aspect of the case has not been and will 
not be lost sight of; and Iam able to 
tell the most rev. Primate that up to the 
present time among this great lx dy of 
coolies there has only been one crimina! 
assault of the kind at which his argument 
pointed; and, when I say that, I ask 
your Lordships to remember that these 
compounds are always open, that they 
may be visited freely, and are visited, 
and that there are consequently ample 
opportunities for ascertaining whetlier 
the kind of immorality which is 
particularly apprehended really prevails 
within them or not. 


What we say is that this experiment 
has produced the results which we hoped 
from it, in so far as it has saved 
the mining industry from impending ruin ; 
and we say, on the other hand, that it 
has not produced the sinister results 
which were so freely predicted from it by 
noble Lords opposite. That part of the 
case was 80 fully dealt with by my noble 
friend who represents the Colonial Office 
that I will not enter into it in any detail ; 
but I ask your Lordships to remember 
that a year ago the conditions under 
which these coolies were employed were 
constantly described to us as conditions 
indistinguishable from those of slavery-- 
a@ charge which has been complctely 
disposed of by the statements contained 
in the Blue-book. In the same way we 
were told that fraudulent enlistment was 
sure to prevail. I was glad to hear from 
the most rev. Primate to-night a frank 
admission that in his opinion that part 
of the case had broken down. Then 
there is the question of the health of the 
coolies. Your Lordships will find in this 
Blue-book detailed reports from re- 
sponsible officials, showing that the sur- 
roundings under which these men live 
and do their work are surroundings of a 
character, and that the 
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general state of their health is not bad 
at present and is tending to improve. 


Something was said this evening op 
the subject of the riots, which are 
described very fully in the Blue-book. 
But the loss of life from tho e riots does 
not appear to have keen considerable ; 
and it is stated, and I must say stated in 
a manner which carries great con- 
viction to one’s mind, that these riots 
were largely due to the fact that the 
first batches of Chinamen who arrived in 
the country were completely strange to 
it, were easily alarmed, and got out of 
hand. It is confidently predicted by 
those best able to judge that now that 
the newcomers find friends and fellow- 
countrymen on the spot, and are able to 
lesrn from them what their actual position 
in the mines is likely to be, such 
riots and disturbances will become much 
less frequent. 


In regard to the question of the 
absence of wives, the most rev. Primate 
has, I think, been somewhat misled, 
because he has not realised or had it 
explained to him that Chinese coolies, as 
a rule, do not take their wives with 
them. I was under no delusion upon 
this point, and I remember that I 
stated in the House, on high avthority, 
that the Chinaman when he _ leaves 
his country for a short time to go 
and work in another country scarcely 
ever takes his wife with him. Do noble 
Lords opposite believe that in other parts 
of the world, where large bodies of 
labourers are gathered together, they do 
not leave their wives or families behind @ 
I have seen something of railway con- 
struction in other parts of the world, 
Where large gangs of men have been 
employed together, and I do not think it 
was ever the case that in their camps— 
which probably were not at all fit places 
jor women—their wives and fimilies 
were to be found. It appears that 
out of the total number of men now 
in South Africa, about 4,000 have 
registered their intention of bringing 
their wives out, but whether they will do 
80 seems to me somewhat problematic. 
Another anticipation which has been 
completely falsified is the anticipa- 
tion that the employment of those 
Chinese workmen would have the effect 
of limiting the employment of white 
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labourers. We now know that a large 
number of white men are being employed 
who certainly would not be employed if 
the Chinese coolies were not there to 
keep the mines going. The fact is that, 
as Lord Milner explains in one of the des- 
patches contained in the Blue-book, the 
white labourers do not resent the presence 
of the Chinese, but, on the contrary, 
know perfectly well that the addition of 
a large number of Chinamen to the ranks 
of labour in South Africa means a corres- 
ponding addition to the number of white 
men employed. 


(Chinese Labour). 


All these gloomy anticipations have 
certainly not been fulfilled; and I should 
have thought it would have been more 
natural for those who indulged in them 
to confess frankly that they had been 
mistaken in many particulars, to continue 
the'r watchiulness, which might be use- 
fully exercised, but at the same time to 
concede to us .hat many of the disastrous 
results to which they looked forward have 
by no means taken place. I am sorry to 
say that instead of that we are treated to 
a constant reproduction of the same old 
charges which have been made and met 
on so many oceasions. As for us, we 
shall continue the experiment, we shall 
coutinue it under proper precautions and 
with due watchfulness. And before I sit 
dowa [ should like, as prophecies are the 
fashion, to indulge in a little prophecy of 
my own—and that is that, if the fortunes 
of war should permit noble Lords opposite 
to occupy our places on these benches, 
they too will continue the experiment and 
do exactly what we have been doing. 


*THE Marquess or RIPON: My Lords, 
I do not know that I should have been 
tempted to take any part in this debate 
at this hour of the evening had it not 
been for what, to my mind, is the dis- 
tinguishing feature of this debate, and 
that is the fact that His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment appear to be quite unconscious of 
the grave importance which attaches to 
the question of the lack of Chinese 
women with the coolies, which has been 
referred to by the most rev. Primate. 
It was certainly a very singular thing 
that the noble Duke, answering not only 
what my noble and learned friend said, 
but a great many things which he never 
said, should have entirely omitted the 
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smallest allusion to this question of the 
supply of women. I do not make any 
charge against the noble Duke in that 
respect. I have no doubt he entirely 
forgot it. Ido not doubt that if he had 
remembered it he would have said some- 
thing about it, but I do think it is 
a singular fact that the Under-Secretary 
Should forget what seems to many of us 
one of the most important features of 
this case, and that there should be, as 
the ‘mest rev. Primate has stated, no 
allusion to the subject in the Blue-book. 
There is no apparent consciousness on the 
part of those who prepared the Blue-book 
in South Africa, that the subject was of 
any importance at all. 

The noble Duke said that our prophecies 
had been very unfortunate and wholly 
disproved, but there is, at all events, one 
prophecy that has not been disproved, 
and that is the statement which we 
persistently made that you would not 
get any cons derable quantity of women 
to accompany the coolies who were taken 
from China to South Africa. That has 
been exactly the case. Some 4,000 or 
5,00), out of between 35,000 and 40,000 
who have gone to South Africa, have 


Transvaal 


registered their names in order to bring | 
out their wives; and as a matter of fact | 


I believe there are only two Chinese 
women and a few children at the present 
moment with them. That that should 
be the state of things does not in the 
smallest degree surprise me. 


Ordinance which tended absolutely to 
prevent women accompanying the coolies 
at all, but I never supposed that that 
would have the effect of bringing over a 
large number of women, not so much on 
the ground pointed out by the most rev. 
Primate that Chinese coolies when they 
went out to labour were not in the habit 
ot taking thir women, but because I 


felt that those engaged in recruiting were | 


quite certain, after the Ordinance had 
been altered, to enlist very few married 
men or men who were inclined to 
take their wives out to South Africa. 
We all know what sort of persons these 
recruitersare; they would naturally look 
to what they would suppose to be the 
principal interest of their employer, and 
it was idle to imagine that any number of 


Lie Marquess of Ripon, 


{LORDS} 


It is what | 
T always anticinated would be the result. | 
I quite admit that Mr. Lyttelton removed | 
those provisions of the orignal draft | 
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women would really accompany these 


coolies. Therefore we have precisely 
that grave state of things which was con- 
templated and discussed last year. 


You have between 35,000 and 40,000 
Chinese coolies in South Africa. We are 
told in this Blue-book that the number 
will soon rise to 55,000, and yet the pro- 
port on of women even registered is only 
4,000. That, I think, is the most com- 
plete proof of the justice of our contention 
last year that this very grave state of 
things ought never to have been allowed 
to be created because of the grave moral 
questions involved. As your Lordships 
| know, we on this side of the House have 
/never admitted that there was a necessity 
for the introduction of Chinese labourers. 
|I believed, and I think it is clear now, 
that the necessary labour might have 
| been obtained at a price in South Africa. 
| But it is a question of cheap labour, not 
| of labour alone, and we hold that, in 
‘order to procure this cheap labour 
‘for the mineowners, His Majesty's 
|Government were not justified in in- 
curring the great and grave moral risks 
which they are proved to have incurred 
_ by the adoption of this policy. 





My noble friend who has just sat down 
| said that the mines were threatened with 
‘ruin. I have in my hand a statement 
not altogether consistent with that 
notion. Itis a statement made, not i 
1904, but in 1903, and I am quite aware 
that anyboly now-a-days quoting the 
opinion of anybody else expressed a 
year ago is considered to te guilty of 
|a very unjust and highly improper 
proceeding. But I am_ rather old- 
fashioned, and believe in political con- 
sistency. This is what Lord Milner 
said on June 2nd, 1903, at which time he 
was not, I believe, an advocate of th: 
introduction of Chinese labour— 

“To listen to the extreme advocates of 
Asiatic labour you would think the country 
| was on the verge of ruin. What was fabulous 
wealth seven years ago cannot be abject poverty 
now. Not only that, but the rate of production 
is steadily increasing.” 





Andon May 31st of that year he said— 

“Tt does not strike me that our financial 
troubles, over which so many crocodile tears 
have been shed, are anything out of the com- 
mon: the Transvaal is paying its way.” 

Lord Milner subsequently took a differ- 
ent view of the case, but at the same 
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time he ought to have known something| which my noble and learned friend 


of the prospects of the Transvaal in May, | 


1903, and his sudden conversion to the 


colony was on the verge of ruin, do not, 
I confess, commend themselves to me as 
very certain proofs of the real state of 
things. We know the pressure thit was 
brought to bear. We know the circum- 
stances that probably led to the change of 
Lord Milner’s opinion, but we still hold 


of that in the Blue - book 
Your Lordships will observe that in the 
month of June, 1903, there was a sudden 
drop in the number of Kaffirs employed ; 
they fell to 74,009, and in July and August 


to 73,000. That was just the time when | 


the controversy with reference to Chinese 
labour was at its height; but by 


December of that year the number of | 
Kaffirs employed had risen to 83,000. I) 


do not believe, therefore, that it would 


have been impossible to get Kaffir labour | 


if the mineowners had been willing to 
pay for it. 


My noble friend asked why this hard 
language was used in regard to the 
mineowners, He said they are persons 
conducting an industry in the Transvaal 
naturally anxious to promote their own 
interests, but why were all these hard 
things said of them? Those who own 
the mines are not mainly persons whose 
chief interest is the conduct of that 
industry. They are persons who are 
much more interested in what goes on 
on the Stock Exchange in London than 
in the mines in South Africa, and that is 
the reason why there is a greater suspicion 
in regard to their proceedings. They 
have less real concern in the true 
interest of the country than they would 
have if they were merely employed in 
the conduct ofa straightforward industry 
on the spot. Both the noble Duke and 
the noble Marquess who has just sat 
down seemed to make some sort of 
complaint of my noble and learned 
friend’s having brought forward this 
subject to-day. We have occasionally 
brought the subject forward because we 
attach great importance to it and enter- 
tain grave objections to the policy that 
has been pursued. I should have been 
sorry if we had lost the able speech with 





opened this discussion to-night; and I 


|/must say it is going rather far to 
introduction of Chinese labour and the 
statements made in regard to it, that the 


complain of my noble friend’s bringing 
the subject forward for the first time in 
this session, after this experiment, as 
my noble friend the Foreign Minister 
called it—and I was detighted to hear 


him use the word ‘experiment ”’—has 
had six montbs trial—-— 
*Tue Marquess or LANSDOWNE: 


that labour might have been obtained at | arr wnt petite bs = -— 
a price, and T think you will find the proof | 90° “S8thee’ “iore § argunmen 


itself, | 


no complaint whatever of his bringing 
the subject forward. 


*TueE Marquess or RIPON: I beg 
the noble Marquess’ pardon, but I am 
sure the noble Duke will not deny the 
soft impeachment, for he spoke about the 
frequency with which this question was 
discussed. To my mind the question is one 
of the highest importance, concer.ing a8 
it does the reputation of this country. 
I am glad to think, however, that there 
is a possible opportunity of bringing the 
experiment to a close. Mr. Evans tells 


|us that by the end of August or Sep- 


tember there will be 55,00 Chinese 
coolies in the Transvaal, and that after 
that time they will not need to introduce 
any more except to supply the natural 
wastage. I therefore urge His Majesty’s 
Government, 1f they really were, as the 
noble Marquess has said, reluctant to 
enter upon this mischievous experiment, 
to take the opportunity of bringing that 
experiment to a close as soon as, at all 
events, they can say that the immediate 
danger which they anticipated, but the 
existence of which I and my friends 
always doubted, has passed away. The 
noble Lord treated lightly the question 
of the ratio between the white and 
coloured men, but it is of the essence of 
the question. Until that point has been 
satistactorily answered—and I do not 
think it can be—we shall continue to 
think that the Government have made 
a dangerous experiment, inv olving very 
serious questions, especially moral ques- 
tions, and tending not to increase, but 
to reduce, the employment of British 
labour. 


Motion (by leave of the House) with- 


drawn. 
House adjourned at five minutes 
past Eight o'clock, till Thursday 
day ne xt, half- past Ten o'clock. 
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MR. SPEAKER’S ABSENCE. 

The House being met, the Clerk at the 
Table informed the House of the unavoid- 
able absence of Mr. SPEAKER, owing to 
continued indisposition. 


Whereupon Mr, James WILLIAM 
Lowrer, the Chairman of Ways and 
Means, proceeded to the Table, and, after 
Prayers, took the Chair as Depury- 
SPEAKER, pursuant to the Standing 
Order. 


—— 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


—— > 


Highland Railway Bill; Leeds and 
Liverpoo] Canal Bill [Lords]; Metropolitan 
District Railway Bill [Lords]; Orphan 
Working Schoo] and Alexandra Orphan- 
age Bill [Lords]. As amended, considered ; 
to be read the third time. 


Alexander Scott’s Hospital Order Con- 
firmation Bill; Arbroath Corporation 
Water Order Confirmation Bill; Dundee 
Water Order Confirmation Bill. Con. 
sidered ; to be read the third time upon 
Thursday. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 6) Bill; Electric Lighting Provisional 
Orders (No, 7) Bill; Local Government 
Provisional Order (Gas) Bill; Local 
Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders 
(No. 2) Bill; Local Government (Ireland) 
Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill; Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 6) 
Bill; Local Government Provisional 
Orde s (No. 7) Bill; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill; Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 9) 
Bill. Read a second time, and committed. 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 15) Bill. ‘‘ To confirm certain Pro- 
visional Orders of the Local Government 
Board relating to Cheltenham and Hor- 
sham.(Rural),” presented by Mr. Grant 
Lawson;, supported by Mr. Gerald 
Balfour; read the first time; and re- 
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ferred to the Examiners of Petitions for 


Private Bills, and to be printed. 
222.) 


[Bill 


Local Government Provisional Order 
(Poor Law) (No. 2) Bill. ‘To confirm a 
Provisional Order of the Local Govern- 
ment Board relating to the Southamp- 
ton Incorporation,” presented by Mr. 
Grant Lawson; supported by Mr, 
Gerald Balfour; read the first time; and 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, and to be printed. 
[Bill 223.] 


STANDING ORDERS. 


Resolutions reported from the Select 
Committee. 


1. “That, in the case of the Wigan 
Corporation Bill, Petition for Additional 
Provision, the Standing Orders ought to 
be dispensed with. That the parties be 
permitted to introduce their additional 
Provision if the Committee on the Bill 
think fit.” 


2. “That, in the case of the London 
County Council (General Powers) Bill, 
Petition for Additional Provision, the 
Standing Orders ought to be dispensed 
with. That the parties be permitted to 
introduce their Additional Provision if 
the Committee on the Bill think fit.” 


3. “That, in the case of the Ulster 
and Connaught Light Railways Bill, 
Petition for Additional Provision, the 
Standing Orders ought to be dispensed 
with. That the parties be permitted to 
introduce their Additional Provision if 
the Committee on the Bill think fit.” 


4, “That, in the case of the London 
County Council (Tramways) Bill, Peti- 
tion for Additional Provision, the Stand- 
ing Orders ought not to be dispensed 
with.” 


First three Resolutions agreed to. 
Report to lie upon the Table. 


Dublin Police Acts Amendment Bill, 
Ordered, That the Examiners of Peti- 
tions for Private Bills do examine the 
Dublin Police Acts Amendment Bill, 
with respect to compliance with the 
Standing Orders relative to Private 
Bills—(Mr. Clancy.) 











Returns, 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to—Amendment 
to Holy Trinity, Portsea, Bill [Lords], 
without Amendment. 
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That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act to remove doubts as to the 
validity of a certain Decree, dated 
twenty-second November, one thousand 
eight hundred and ninety-two, of the 
High Court of Justice (Probate Divorce 
and Admiralty Division) dissolving the 
Marriage solemnised on the eleventh 
July, one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy-two, between John Richard Mal- 
one and Charlotte Mildred Malone, then 
Charlotte Mildred Yarde-Buller, Spin- 
ster, and to confirm the said Decree.” 
[Malone’s Divorce (Validation) — Bill 
[Lords.] 


Also, a Bill, intituled, ‘“‘ An Act to dis- 
solve the marriage of Charles George 
Gamble (formerly of No. 14, Rostrevor 
Terrace, Orwell Read, Rathgar, but now 
of Mount Jerome House, both in the 
county of Dublin, and of 39, Fleet Street, 
in the city of Dublin), Solicitor of the 
Supreme Court of Judicature, Ireland, 
with Ida Gertrude Gamble, his now wife, 
and to enable him to marry again; and 
for other purposes,” [Gamble’s Divorce 
Bill | Lords.] 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “‘ An Act to dis- 
solve the marriage of Jane Sarah Victoria 
Lautour, of Ansty Hous, Erdington, in 
the county of Warwick, with Ernest 
Lautour, her husband, and to enable her 
to marty again; and for other pur- 
poses.’ Lautour’s Divorce Bill [Lords.] 


And, also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act 
to empower the County Council of 
Middlesex to pay certain sums agreed to 
be paid by them to the Alexandra Park 
Trustees ; and for other purposes.” [Alex- 
andra Park and Palace Bill [Lords. | 


Alexandra Park and Palace Bill [Lords]. 
Read the first time; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. | 


Malone’s Divorce (Validation) 
[Lords]; Gamble’s Divorce Bill [Lords] ; 
Lautour’s Divorce Bill [Lords]. 
the first time; and ordered to be read a 
second time. 
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Bill | 


Read | 


Reports, vte. 
PETITIONS, 


COMPULSORY VACCINATION BILL. 
Petition of the Royal Sanitary Insti- 
tute, against ; to lie upon the Table. 
EDUCATION ACTS AMENDMENT BILL. 
Petition from Reigate, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 
EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petition from Paisley, for alteration ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


JUVENILE SMOKING BILL. 
Petition from Old Monkland, 
favour ; to lie upon the Table. 


in 


LANDS VALUATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petition from Paisley, infayour; to Le 
upon the Table, 


PUBLIC LIBRARIES BILL. 


Petition from Paisley, for alteration ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF BUTTER BILL. 
Petition of Royal Sanitary Institute, 
in favour; to lie upon the Table. 
TRADES UNIONS AND TRADE 
DISPUTES BILL. 
Petition from Paisley, for alteration; 
to lie upon the Table. 


VACCINATION BILL. 
Petition of Royal Sanitary Institute, 
against ; to lie upon the Table. 
VACCINATION (No. 2) BILL. 
Petition of Royal Sanitary Institute, 
against ; to lie upon the Tabie. 
WOMEN’S ENFRANCHISEMENT BILL. 
Petitions in favour; from Man- 
chester; and West London; to lie upon 


the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES IN SCOTLAND 
(TECHNICAL EDUCATION). 
Return presented, relative thereto 
ordered 29th June, 1904; Mr. Graham 
Murray]; to lie upon the Table, and to 


| be printed. [No. 165.] 
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Account presented, showing the money | 
issued from the Consolidated Fund under | 


the provisions of the Uganda Railway | 
Acts, 1896 (59 and 60 Vic., c. 38), and 


1902 (2 Edw. 7, c. 40), and of the money 
expended and borrowed, and Securities 
created under the said Acts, to 31st 
March, 1904, together with the Report of 
the Comptroller and Auditor-General 
thereon [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 166.] 


POST OFFICE (FOREIGN AND COLONIAL 
iy ¢ [§PARCEL POST). 
on presented, of the Foreign and 
Colonial P.rcel Post Amendment (No. 
14) ,Warrant, 1905, dated 22nd March, 
1905 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE 


CLERK OF THE HOUSE, 
Public Records (Office of Land Revenue 
Records and Enrolments). Copy of 
Schedule containin: a List and Particulars 


of Classes of Documents existing or. 


accruing in the Office of Land Revenue 
Records and Enrolments which are not 
considered of sufficient public value to 
ju-tify their preservation in the Public 
Record Office [by Act]. 


EXPERIMENTS ON LIVING ANIMALS. 


Address for ‘‘Return showing the 
number of Experiments performed on 
Living Animals during the year 1904, 
under licences granted under the Act, 39 
and 40 Vic. 3. 77, distinguishing painless 
irom painful experiments (in continuation 
of Parliamentary Paper, No. 183, of 
Session 1904).”—(Mr. Cochrane.) 


TRISH LAND COMMISSION, 

Return ordered, ‘‘showing (1) the 
names of the Lay Assistant Commis- 
sioners acting as Purchase Inspectors 
under the Land Purchase Acts; (2) date 
of original Appointment ; 
which Appointment expires ; 
Appointment ; 
Appointment ; 


(4) age on 


(6) Locality in which 


practical experience of Land was acquired; | 


(7) where Educated ; (8) previous Occupa- 
tion; (9) acreage of Land farmed; (10) | 
whether held as Cwner or Tenant; : (11) | 
what other experienc cin Agriculture ; and | 
(12) what experience in Valuing, Mapping, 
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(5) date upon | 


(5) residence at time of | 
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; and like Particulars with 
aeheians to others than Lay Assistant 
| Commissioners, if any, who have been 
appointed Inspectors under The Land 
Purchase Act, 1903.”—-(Mr. Delany.) 








QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES 


Discharges from Government Dockyards, 

Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea): To 
ask the Secretary to the Admiralty the 
total number of workmen discharged 
from Portsmouth, Chatham, Devonport, 


Sheerness, and Pembroke Dockyards 
since June, 1903, for causes other than 
misconduct, 


(Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) The 
total number of men discharged from 
the dockyards since June, 19033, for causes 
other than misconduct, are as follows :— 


Portsmouth . ‘ . 1,842 
Chatham ‘ - . 1,967 
Devonport . . . 2,492 
Sheerness x i : 679 
Pembroke  . ; - 252 


These figures include men discharged 
at their own request and on superannua- 
'tion, but not those entered for casual 
employment. 


Estates purchased by the Congested 
Districts Board. 

Mr. O'KELLY (Mayo, N.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will state the 
number of estates or untenanted farms 
purchased by the Congested Districts 
Board in unscheduled districts since the 
Congested Districts Act of 1901 was 
| passed; and the number of cases in 
which, in respect to such estates or 
untenanted farms, the Congested Districts 
3oard requested the Lord-Lieutenant 
to exercise the power conferred upon him 
| by the 3rd Section of said Act. 


| 

| (Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 

_number of estates and untenanted farms 

| purchased is thirty-eight. The number re- 
ferred to in the second i inquiry is one. In 
the case of untenanted farms it isnot neces- 

| sary for the Board’s purpose to put in‘o 
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force the powers of Section 3. Thisisonly |in serious quantity is sporadic rather 


necessary in the case of tenants or | than regular, that it is, in fact, an acci- 
tenant purchasers to whom the Board | dent ina most important industry, and 








desire to give additional land for the 
enlargement of uneconomic holdings situa- 
ted in non-congested districts, 


Irish Mackerel Fisheries 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether the atten- 
tion of the Irish Board of Agriculture 
has been called to the complaints made 
regarding the injury done to the mackerel 
fishing industry of Ireland by captures 
of immature mackerel by Scotch fishing 
boats engaged in the herring fishery at 
an early season of the year; and whether, 
in view of the fact that the Scotch 
Fisheries Board prohibit fishing for 
herrings in the Scotch fishing grounds 


be‘ore the middle of June, steps will be | 


taken to protect the Irish fishing grounds 
from this destructive practice. 


Mer. FLYNN: To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he is aware that injury is caused 
to the autumn mackerel fishing and fish 
curing industry in Ireland by the exten- 
sive capture of immature mackerel in 
herring fishing nets or seines at an early 
period of the fishing season, and that the 


haak fishing is threatened with destruc- | 


tion owing to the growth of this practice ; 
and whether steps will be taken by the 
fishery inspectors of the Irish Board of 


Agriculture to prohibit all herring fishing | 


in Irish waters before the first or second 
week in June. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) Itis the | 


fact that small mackerel have been cap- 
tured in large quantities by the herring 
boats that fish from Kinsale during the 
month of May. This could only be pre- 
vented by stopping the spring herring 
fishing off the south coast during that 
month, the only month in which it can be 
profitably carried on. The entire question 
was investigated at public inquiries held at 
Kinsale and other places in 1892, with 
the result that no by-law could be 
framed that would satisfactorily meet its 
different aspects. The scientific adviser 
to the Fisheries Branch of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture is of opinion that the 
capture of small mackerel by herring nets 


|a@ppears to have recurred through a 
| great number of years, which commenced 
‘long before any failure of the mackerel 
| fishery, spring or harvest, could be laid 
|to its account. The Department are 
not aware that the Scotch Fishery Board 
prohibit herring fishing on the Scotch 
fishing grounds before the middle of 
June. At the inquiries above referred to, 
evidence was submitted as to the destruc- 
tion of considerable numbers of small and 
unsaleable haak by the herring nets. 
This seems to be unavoidable, but it does 
not afford suflicient justification for 
prohibiting a profitable herring fishing in 
the month of May. 


Anesthetics Administered by Unregis- 

tered Dentists. 

Mr. ARTHUR HENDERSON (Dur- 
ham, Barnard Castle): To ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department 
if his attention has been called to the 
'death of a young Woman at Carlisle, 
|whilst haying teeth extracted by an 
unregistered dentist; and whether, in 
view of the frequency of deaths from 
| anesthetics administered by unqualified 
| dentists, he will consider the advisability 
| of promoting legislation for the protection 
| of the public. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) 1 have received a report of the 
facts of this case from the coroner, and 
I shall communicate them to the Privy 
Council Office for the Lord President’s 
consideration. The propriety of the 
‘action of the unresistered dentist in this 


| case may be considered open to question, 
| but I do not think further procecdings 
| are called for. It should be remembered 
|that unregistered practitioners who 
| undertake serious Operations resulting in 
|death may be prosecuted for man- 
| slaughter. 





Sale of Poisons. 

Sin THOMAS DEWAR (Tower Ham- 
lets, St. George’s); To ask the Secretary 
of State for the Home Depar:ment 
whether his attention has been called to 
an inquest at the City Coroner’s Coutt, 
on the 25th April last, at which the jury 
unanimously expressed the opinion that 











467 Questions. 


it should be made compulsory for all 
poisons to be sold in bottles of standard 
shape, and easily distinguishable by 
touch; will he state whether he will in- 
troduce legislation this session; and, in 
view of the possibility of early legislation, 
will he seek the opinion of Metropolitan 
coroners on the subject 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) The rider to the verdict of the 
jury in the case referred to was communi- 
cated to me by the coroner. I am sorry 
that I cannot add anything to the 
Answer which I gave to the hon. Member 
on 13th Marchf respecting legislation. 
The matter is under the consideration of 
the Privy Council Office, who will have 
full information before them. 


Case of James Nicholson at South-Western 
olice Court. 


Mr. JAMES O’CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): To ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department if he has con- 
sidered the case of James Nicholson, who 
was sentenced at the South - Western 
Police Court some ten days ago to four- 
teen days imprisonment for stealing a 
loaf of bread; whether he has been able 
to order his discharge; and, if so, on 
what date was the prisoner released. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) Ihave made inquiry of the 
magistrate who dealt with this case and 
find that it is true that the prisoner, 
whose age appears to be nineteen, 
and not seventeen, as stated in 
the Question, declared to the police- 
man who arrested him that he was 


hungry and that stealing wes the only | 


way in which he had been able to live. 
It appeared, however, that he was charged 
with an offence Jast month and allowed 
to go to a Salvation Army Home. That 
he left this place after a few days because, 
according to his own account, he did not 
like the people or the work, and that 
previously to this he had given up 
respectable employment that was open to 
him. I have also received a letter from 
the Police Court missionary, to whom the 
hon. Member referred in his previous 
Question, in which he points out that the 
newspaper report of the statement he 
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made in this case is imperfect and in- 
accurate, and explains that the trouble 
he had taken about Nicholson on a 
previous occasion had been of no avail. 
In these circumstances I see no reason 
for advising any interference with the 
lenient sentence passed by the magistrate. 
I may add that the reports of Police 
Court cases which appear in the daily 
Press are necessarily brief, and, in my 
experience, are often extremely mislead- 


ing, 


The Underground Cable to the North. 

Sirk THOMAS DEWAR: To ask the 
Postmaster-General if he will state what 
progress has been made with the under- 
ground telegraph cable to the North. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) The cable 
is complete as far as Carlisle; the pipes 
are all laid between Carlisle and Glaszow; 
and the cable for these pipes has been 
ordered, and will be drawn in during the 
present year. Tie underground line 
from London to Glasgow will then be 
complete, 


Holy Rood Roman Catholic Church, 
Swindon. 

Lorp EDMUND’ FITZMAURICE 
(Wiltshire, Cricklade): To ask the Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board 
if Holy Rood Roman Catholic Church. 
Swindon, was, prior to 1903, certified for 
worship and the registration of marriages; 
and if, on the Sale of this church in 1903, 
Holy Rood temporary church was 
similarly certified and the usual fees paid ; 
ifitis the case that a new church has now 
been completed on what is substantially 
the same site for the congregation of 
Holy Rood Church, Swindon, and that 
the Registrar - General has thereupon 
decided that a fresh certification of the 
church is necessary for the purposes of 
worship and to licensing of marriages; 
and what are the reasons for this decision ; 
and what is the total amount in fees 
which will have been paid in respect of 
the original church, the temporary 
church, and the new church of the Holy 
Rood, Swindon. 


(Answered by Mr, Gerald Balfour.) I 
have communicated with the Registrar: 
(eneral on this subject, and I understand 


| that the circumstances are a3 stated in 
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the Question. The 
informs me “ that his decision is based 
on the fact that, although the new Holy 
Rood Church is bailt on the same pro- 
perty as the temporary church, there is 
no internal communicition between 
them. Thetwo churches cannot, there- 
fore, be held to be one and the same 
puilding, the only groind on which the 
statutory fees could be remitted. This 
ruling is in accordance with Section 19 
of6 and 7 William 4,c. 85, and with 
precelent, and it is necessary, therefore, 
that the new church should be certified 
‘or worship and registered for marriages, 
fit is desired that marriages should be 
legally celebrated therein. The fees that 
,ave been paid and are payable are— 


£ 8s. d. 
Original church. 3 2 6 
Temporary church 3 2 6 
New church 3 2 6.” 


Cutting down of Standing Timber in 
Ireland. 


Caprain DONELAN (Cork, E.): To 


ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 


Lieutenant of Ireland whether, in 
view of the action taken by various 
county councils and other representative 
public bodies in Ireland in the direction 
of reafforestation, and the fesling in 
lreland on the subject, measures will be 
adopted for the purpose of preventing 
Irish landlords from catting down the 
‘standing timber on their properties when 
selling to their tenants under the Land 
Purchase Act of 1905. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
Land Commissioners have no_ juris- 
diction such aS is suggested, nor 
are they aware that timber his been 
cut down by landlords in anticipa- 
tion of sales. In the case of tenant- 


purchasers, however, the | Commis- 
sloners possess the ordinary legal 


rights of mortgagees to restrain the 
purchasers from committing waste of the 
nature indicated, and thereby deprecia‘ing 
the security. 


King-Harman and Sandford Estates. 

Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.) : To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
Kstates Com- 
missioners can state the number of cases 
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on the King-Harman Estate and Sandiord 
Estite respectively in waich they have 
appzoached or negotiated with te 1an‘s in 
possession of grazing lands or non-resi- 
dential holdings for the sale to them of 
the tenant’s interest in same for the 
purpose of the division of these lands 
amongst the holders of uneconomic 
holdings; in how many cases have these 
negotiations been successful; and on 
what terms is the monzy proposed to be 
repud whichis advance | for the purch ise 
of the tenints’ interests. 4 tie 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) In 
five cises on the estate of E, C. King- 
Harman, the Estates Commissioners 
hive intimated that if the vendor should 
buy up the tenants’ interest and offer 
the holdings to them as untenanted land, 
they will be prepared to consider 
favourably the question of their purchase 
for the purpose of the enlargement of 
smaller holdings on this estate. The 
advances will be made for the purchase 
of the fee simple of the lands as 
unten inted. 


Punishment of Chinese Coolies in the 
Transvaal. 

Mr. LEVY (Leicestershire, Lough- 
borough): To ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether he is aware 
that in some of the compounds in South 
Atrica Chinese who refuse to go down the 
mines unless paid 23. per day are tied up 
to a pole by their pigtails in such 
a way that their toes only just touch the 
ground, and are then thrashed; and will 
he give instructions for an immediate 
discontinuince of such puaishment. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
No, Sir; Iam not aware of tis. 


Royal Army Medical Corps—Reserve of 
Civilian Surgeons. 

Dr. THOMPSON (Monaghan, N.): To 
ask the Secretary of State for War if it 
is his intention to form a reserve of 
civilian surgeons in connection with the 
Royal Army Medical Corps, in view of the 
experiences gained in the South Africin 


War. 


(Answered by Mr. Seeretary Arnold- 
Forster.) The subject is receiving co .- 
sideration. 


S 
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Reorganisation of the Auxiliary Forces. 

Dr. THOMPSON: To ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War if there is any 
intention of carrying out in the near 
future the recommendations of the recent 
Royal Commission appointed to consider 
the reorganisation of the Auxiliary Forces. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) | have every hope that it may 
be pessible to give effect to the recom- 
mendations of the Royal Commission in 
the direction of improving the organisa- 
tion of the Auxiliary Forces. But for 
reasons which I have frequently pointed 
out in debate, these changes cannot be 
made ona large seale at once. Most of 
the recommendations involve the expendi- 
ture of money which is not at present 
available for this purpose. 


Government Stores. 

Mr. LEVY: To ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether, in view of the 
fact that it is impossible to ascertain who 
supplied a large portion of the stores 
destroyed in South Africa, he will con- 
sider the advisability of issuing in- 
structions that all stores supplied to the 
War Office should bear a distinctive 
mark, in order that the contractors of all 
stores may be identified when necessary. 


(Answered by Mr, Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) Under existing instructions, 
stores supplied to the War Office are 
required, as far as possible, in the case of 
those which are capable of being stamped 
or branded, to bear the distinctive mark 
of the contractor concerned. It must be 
remembered that there are some stores 
which do not readily admit of being so 
stamped or branded. 





QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Elder, Dempster Contract. 

Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies if the contract of April 19th, 
1900, between the Crown Agents and 
Messrs. Elder, Dempster and Co., has 
been fulfilled in respect of Clauses 2 and 
3 thereof; and, if not, have any steps 
been taken to bring about the full ser- 
vices contracted for. 
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THe SECRETARY or STATE ror tuz 
COLONIES (Mr. Lyrretron, Warwick 
and eamington): The contract has been 
fulfilled in regard to all the provisions of 
Clauses 2 and 3, except in so far as two 
of the steamers now on the line have at 
times failed to show themselves capable 
of maintaining the speed required by 
Clause 3 (b). This matter has formed the 
subject of correspondence and negotia- 
tions between the Jamaica Government 
the contractor, and myself, with a view to 
securing satisfactory fulfilment of the 
intention of the contract. 


Motor-Cyclist’s Accident at Petersfield. 
Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU (Hampshire, 
New Forest): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department 
whether his attention has been drawn to 
the recent accident near Petersfield, in 
which a naval officer riding a motor- 
bicycle was knocked down by a cart, 
which was immediately driven away by 
the man in charge, while the officer lay 
stunned and wounded on the ground; 
whether any steps have been taken to 
ascertain the identity of the cart. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror tug 
HOWE DEPARTMENT (Mr. Axkers- 
Doveatas, Kent, St. Augustine’s): Yes, 
Sir; and I have obtained a report upon 
the case from the Hampshire police. I 
find that the identity of the driver and of 
the cart has been ascertained, and that 
inquiries are being made by the police 
with a view to proceedings being taken 
against the driver for an offence under the 
Highway Act. 


Post Office Counter Duties. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, S.) : 
I beg to ask the Postmaster - General 
whether he will make inquiry into the 
system existing at many provincial head 
post offices whereby junior and unestab- 
lished officers are placed on counter 
duties in positions involving monetary 
responsibility ; and whether, in view of 
the fact that all losses have to be made 
good, the staff shall have adequate oppor- 
tunities for learning the work before being 
entrusted with the responsibility, and 
that only officers of experience shall in 


future be entrusted with counter duties. 
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Tus POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Lord | view of the many recent accidents caused 
SranLEY, Lancashire, Westhoughton) :| by motor-cars driving at a high speed 
If the hon. Member will furnish moe with | through populous places, he will look 
sme concrete instances of the system / more favourably upon the application 
to which he refers I will make inquiries ; | of local authorities to limit the speed of 


but I may say that it is the general prac- 
tice to assign important counter duties, 


involving considerable monetary respon- | 


sibility, to the more experienced officers 
as far as possible. 


Me. SWIFT MACNEILL: When I 


give the noble Lord information in a 


concrete case he answers me in the 
abstract. 
QOverseerships in Provincial Head 


ffices. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Postmaster-General when it is 


| 
| 
| 
| 


motor-cars to ten miles an hour in those 
places. 


THE PRESIDENT or roe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Grav 
BaLrour, Leeds, Central): The names of 
the local authorities who have made 
applications of the kind referred to which 
have not been complied with are—The 
Common Council of the City of London, 
and the town councils of Beverley, Bury. 
Dover, Kingston-on-Thames, Leeds, 
Leigh, Newport (Monmouthshire), Tod- 
morden, Winchester, and Whitehaven. 
The application was in each case opposed 


intended to issue the scheme dealing | by an organisation such as is mentioned 


with the increase of overseer-hips, and 
whether promotions will date from 
April Ist, 1905; whether the claims of 
members of the staff in provincial head 
offices, who have performed supervising 


duties of three or four months duration | 


annually for several years, will be con- | 


sidered ; and whether, in 


| 
} 


connection | 


with the proposed scheme and promo- | 


tions, it is intended to take into account 
the fact that at many offices ordinary 
members of the staff are in full charge 
of the business during the despatch of 
important mails, 


Lorp STANLEY: The examination 
of the dvties at the 
not yet quite completed. The resulting 
date of my approval, and [ am not pre- 
pared todate them from April lst. Due 
consideration will be given to duties 
involving supervision. 


Motor-Car Speeds. 
Mr. CAWLEY (Lancashire, Prest- | 


various offices is | 


| Kingdom; does he from time to 
| give his sanction for these private burial 


in the Question, there was alocal inquiry 
at which both sides were heard, and the 
inspector reported the evidence to the 
Local Government Board together with 
the result of his own observation. As 
regards the last part of the Question, I 
can assure the hon. Member that I will 
give unprejudiceld consideration to anv 
application that may be made to me for 
the imposition of a speed limit in 
populous places. 


Private Burial Grounds in Monastic and 
Conventual Institutions. 

Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, S.): I beg te 

ask the President of the Local Govern- 

ment Board whether he can state the 


: . /number of private burial grounds that 
promotions will take effect from the | 


in connection with monastic and 
institutions in the United 
time 


exist 
conventual 


grounds; and, if so, how many have 


' been sanctioned within the past five 
| years, 
Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 


wich): I beg to ask the President of the | 
Local Government Board whether he | 
will state the names of the local 
authorities who have applied for power 
to limit the speed of motor-cars within 
their area to ten miles an hour, and | 


have had their application — refused ; | 
whether in each case the application has 
been successfully opposed by the 


Automobile Club, the Motor Union, or | 
other motorist clubs; and whether, in | 


lis in the negative. 


Answer to the first part of the Question 
The jurisdiction of 
the Local Government Board under the 
Burial Acts only extends to England and 
Wales, and their approval of the opening 
of a new burial ground is required where 
the ground is in the Metropolis as defined 
by the Burial Act, 1852, or within two 
miles of any part of it, or where there is 
in force an Orderon Council which for 
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the protection of the public health ; 


renders such approval necessary. Since 
the transfer to the Board on January Ist, 
1901, of the jurisdiction which the 
Secretary of State previously exercised 
in this matter, their approval has been 
given to the opening of five new burial 
grounds in connection with monastic and 
conventual institutions. 


Gwydyr House. 

Mr. BENN (Devonport): I beg to 
ask the hon. Member for Chorley, as 
representing the First Commissioner of 
Works, whether, in view of the increased 
office accommodation shortly at the dis- 
po al of the Government, and with a 
view to preserving a valuable open space, 
he will consider the possibility of re- 
moving the recently erected one-storey 
extension of Gwydyr House. 


Lorp BALCARRES — (Lancashire, 
Chorley): The First Commissioner re- 
grets that he is unable to give any 
assurance in this matter before the com- 
pletion of the Government buildings now 
in course of construction. 


Scottish Herring Fisheries. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): To ask the 
Secretary for Scotland whether he can 
state the period of the year prior to 
which the Scotch Fishery Board pro- 
hibits fishing for herrings in the Scotch 
fishing grounds. 


THE LORD-ADVOCATE (Mr. Scott 
lickson, Glasgow, Bridgton): No pro- 
hibition of herring fishing by the 
authority of the Fishery Board exists in 
Scotland, but for local statutory regula- 
tions I may refer the hon. Member to 
52 and 53 Vict. cap. 23, Section 5, which 
relates to that section of the coast ex- 
tending from Ardnamurchan Point to 
the Mull of Galloway. 


Scottish Board of Manufactures. 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.): I 
beg to ask the Lord-Advocate what steps 
have been taken by the Secretary for 
Scotland, or are going to be taken, to 
carry out the Report of the Depart- 
mental Committee on the Board of 
Manufactures of two years ago. 
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Mr. SCOTT DICKSON : The Secretary 
for Scotland has recently discussed the 
situation with representatives of the 
Town Council of Edinburgh and various 
bodies interested, and has the whole sub- 
ject under his immediate consideration, 
He hopes shortly to be ina position to 
make an announcement on the subject. 


Local Registration of Title (Ireland) Act, 
1891—Refund of Postage. 

Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY (Cavan, 
W.): To ask Mr. Attorney-General for 
Ireland if, in view of the fact that 
postage to the local officers under the 
Local Registration of Title (Ireland) Act, 
1891, must be prepaid and registered, 
and that the local officers obtain a refund 
for postage and registration of their 
replies, wil! he say why the public have 
not the same facilities. 


THe ATTORNEY-GENERAL for 
TRELAND (Mr. Arkryson, Londonderry, 
N.): Local registrars of titles are 
refunded the cost of postages officially 
incurred by them because they are 
public officials. I am not aware of any 
reason why the public should have the 
same facilities; but the matter is one 
for the Postmaster-General. 


Trinity College Commission Report. 

Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
now state when the Report of the 
Trinity College Commission will be issued ; 
and whether it will be laid upon the 
Table of the House as a Parliamentary 
Paper. 


THE CHIEF SECRETARY - ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Watter Long, Bristol, 
S.): As already stated, I have received, 
and aim considering, this Report, which 
will be laid on the Table in the course of 
the present week. 


Mr. FLAVIN: The Attorney-General 
promised it should be published last 
March, and you promised it for the 
middle of April, yet we have not got it 
yet ! 

WALTER LONG: I do 


Mr. not 


remember any such promise on my part. 
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Flax Culture in Ireland. 

Mr. T. L. CORBETT (Down, N.) : [beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland how much money 
has been spent in trying to improve flax 
culture in Ireland since the Government 
commenced to make special loans and 
grants with that object ; and whether he 
will lay Reports showing what success 
has attended these efforts. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Since 1900 the 
net expenditure of the Department of 
Agriculture in this matter has been 
£8490. The results of the experiments 
are detailed in the Department’s Annual 
Reports and Quarterly Journals. 


Irish Agricultural Department— 
Veterinary Branch. 

Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, 
Ossory): I beg to ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether, since it appears that a number 
of Catholic gentlemen in the veterinary 
branch of the Insh Agricultural Depart- 
ment are restricted to practically 
stationary salaries of £95 a year, while 
increases of salary have been granted to 
certain other officials, he will state what 
steps he proposes taking in order to 
secure that any economy effected in the 
remuneration of the Catholic officials shall 
not be availed of to increase {further the 
salaries ot higher paid officials. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: This Question 
repeats an insinuation which, as has been 
repeatedly pointed out, is entirely un- 
justitiable. I have nothing to add to the 
replies alrea'ly given, except to say that 
the officials in the veterinary branch are 
onthe scale of salary fixed for the grade 
to which they belong, and that their 
salaries are not stationary. 


Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): Is the right hon. Gentleman 
aware that some of these clerks will 
not reach their maximum for twenty- 
five vears ? 


Mr. O’KELLY (Mayo, N.): Has the 
tight hon. Gentleman any objection to 
granting an inquiry into the alleged 
grievances of these clerks 2 
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Mr. WALTER LONG: I see no reason 
why an inquiry should be granted. 


Warden Estate, Sneem. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, S.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that none of the evicted tenants 
have as yet been reinstated on the War- 
den Estate at Sneem; can he state the 
reason of the deliy; and can he sav 
whether any negotiations have been 
opened with the Estates Commissioners 
for the purchase of the remaining portions 
of the estate. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: T have no 
information as to the first part of the 
Question; no responsibility forany delay 
in the reinstatement of the evicted 
tenants can rest, however, with the land- 
lord. ‘The estate, which is a large ard 
complicated one, is being dealt with by 
the Commissioners, but some time must 
elapse, [ understand, before the sale can 
be completed. 


Irish Education—Mr. Downing’s Report. 


Mr. NOLAN (Louth, 8.): I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether Mr. E. Downing, 
late chief inspector under the Irish Board 
of National Education, made any report 
on the state of education in Ireland since 
that published in the Appendix to the 
68th Report of the Commis:ioners of 
National Education in Ireland for the 
year 1901; if so, why his report is not 
published in the Appendix to the 69th 
Report or in the Appendix to the 70th 
Report recently issued; will he caus« 
such a report to be laid on the Table of 
the House ; and wh the’, if Mr. Downing’s 
report was not presented to the Board 
as customary, he can state why the 
usual course was dispensed with on this 
occasion. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Yes, Sir: 
both of the chief inspectors, Messrs. 
Downing and Purser, made _ general 
reports for 1902 which were not pub- 
lished. These reports consisted largely 
of extracts taken from the reports of the 
senior inspectors, and the Commissioners 
decided that it was preferable to publish 
the latter reports in their entirety. This 
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was accordingly done. Mr. Downing did 
not furnish any subsequent report. He 
has since retired from the service. 


Cragg and Ardcrone Farms, County 
Kerry. 

Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the Cragg 
and Ardcrone Farms, county Kerry, 
purchased by the Congested Districts 
Board over a year ago, are practically 
derelict and cannot be used for any suit- 
able purpose by the Board owing to the 
circumstances under which they were pur- 
chased; and, if so, whether the Board 
would be prepared to reconsider the 
question of these farms with the view of 
effecting a reinstatement of the original 
tenants who were evicted irom them. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: These lands 
have been fully stocked with cattle during 
the past year. As to the remainder ol 
the Question I beg to refer the hon. 
Member to the Answer which I gave to 
his previous Question of the 10th April.+ 


Mr. MURPHY; Is it not the fact 
that the cattle are merely the property 
of the local graziers and farmers and that 
no practical use is being made of the 
farm; ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: 
who are the owners. 


Ido not know 


King Harman Estate Bog Lands. 

Mr. SLOAN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether Mr. John Drury, chair- 
man of the Boyle United Irish League, 
has been appointed by the Estates 
Commissioners, at a salary, to distribute 
the bog lands on the King Harman 
istate to the tenants. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I am informed 
by the Commissioners that Mr. Drury 
has been provisionally appointed secre- 
tary to trustees in whom it is proposed 
to vest certain bogs on this estate. The 
appointment, however, is one for which 
the Commissioners are not in any way 
responsible, and no payment in respect of 
it will be made from moneys within 
the control of the Commissioners. 





t See (4) Debates, exliv., 1028. 
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Corglass and Cornakelly Estate, Longford. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
Corglass and Cornakelly Estate of Mr. 
O’Brien is yet in a position to be offerd 
whether the 
negotiations which were on foot some 
months ago have been suspended or 
are proceeding ; and when these tenants 
may expect to be vested. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The difficulties 
experienced in completing the arrange- 
ments for the sale of this estate have 
now been surmounted, and active Steps 
are being taken for its sale to the Kstates 
Commissioners. 


Intermediate Examinations in Ireland. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he can state the 
reasons which induced the Commissioners 
of Intermediate Education in Ireland 
to abolish the preparatory gftade in 
examinations under the Board; and also 
why it was that the age limit for the 
junior grade was increased. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The pre 
paratory grade has not been abolished, 
but the award of exhibitions in that 
grade has been discontinued for some 
years, for the reasons stated by my 
right hon. friend the Member for Dover 
in reply toa Question on June 20th, } 1901. 
The age limit for the pass examinations 
of the junior and higher grades Was 
increased in order to enable students 
between sixteen and nineteen to qualify 
for certificates. The limit of age for 
candidates for exhibitions and prizes 
has not been increased. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: Is this to bea 
permanent arrangement ? 

Mr. WALTER LONG: I must ask 
for notice of that Question. 


Irish Education —Rule 127 (b). 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to asx 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether his attention 
has been called to the resolutions passe! 





+ See (4) Debates, xev., 915. 
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at meetings of the four deaneries of the | 
diocese of Ardagh and Clonmacnoise; | 
and whether the protest against Rule | 
127 (b) contained in these resolutions 
will receive attention. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Answer 
to both Questions is in the affirmative. 


County Longford Magistracy. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask | 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether his attention 
has been called to the present appoint- 
ment of Mr. Alexander W. Percival, of 
Minard, county Longford, as a justice 
of the peace for county Longford, and 
will he say on whose re:ommendation 
the lord-lieutenant of the county made 
this appointment; how many Catholic 
and Protestant magistrates have since | 
April 1st, 1899, been appointed in 
county Longford; and whether, in view 
of the fact that ninety-one per cent. of 
the population of county Longford is | 
Catholic, he will suggest to the Lord 
Chancellor the desirability of more equit- 
ably manning the magisterial bench in 
that county. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Mr. Percival 
was, in the usual course, appointed by 
the Lord Chancellor upon the recom- 
mendation of His Majesty’s lieutenant 
of the county. Ten magistrates have 
been appointed since April Ist, 1899, 
of whom it is believed six are members 
of the Irish Church, three are Catholics, 
and one a Me‘hodist. The Lord Chan- 
cellor and the lieutenant of the county 
are always ready to consider the names | 
of any properly qualified Catholic gentle- 
men which may be brought to their | 
notice. | 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: Is the gright | 
hon. Gentleman aware that on several 
occasions public boards in the county have 
sent forward the names of responsible 
Catholic gentlemen, and no attention | 
has been paid to them ? 

Mr. WALTER LONG: 1 am 


aware of tha’. 


not | 
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Ireland if, in view of the fact that ap- 
pointments to the office of visiting 
physician to Irish lunatic asylums have 
been abolished, he will explain how the 
been able to 


physician to the Youghal Auxiliary 
Asylum. 

Mr. WALTER LONG: The appoint- 
ment of visiting physician was abolished 


| prior to the pissing of the Locil Govern- 


meat Act, 1898; but Section 84 (1) (b) 


| of this Act empowers asylum committees 
|to appoint an assistant medical officer, 
| who is under the control of the resident 
| superintendent, 
| the Lord-Lieut»nant sanctioned. 


This is the appointment 


Underfed School Children in Ireland. 

Mr. DELANY: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
whether the Irish Local 
Government Board is willing to adopt 
the Order issued by the President of the 
English Local Government Board, dated 
April 26th, 1905, and addressed to the 
several Poor Law Unions in England and 


| Wales, making provision for the supply 


of necessary food to underfed children 
attending elementary schools, in view of 
the extent to which poverty exists in 
Ireland. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Local 
Government Board are advised that they 
have no power under the Irish Poor 
Law to make such an Order. The leg | 
question will be referred to the law 
officers for advice. 


Enniskillen Assizes—Case of Owen 
Cleary. 


Mr. EDWARD MITCHELL (Fer- 
managh, N.): I beg to ask the Chief 


Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
| Ireland if he is aware that a man named 
, Owen 


Cleary was convicted at the 
summer assizes, held in Enniskillen on 


July 8th, 1904, and sentenced to three 


ye.rs penal servitude, that subsequently 
the statements made at the trial were 
found to be untrue, that a memorial was 


afterwards presented to the Lord-Lieu- 


Youghal Auxiliary Asylum. 


|tenant narrating all the facts as to 


Mr. SLOAN: I beg to ask the Chief | 


Cleary’s innocence, that the prayer of the 


Secretary to the Lord- Lieutenant of | memorial was refused, that after the 
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publication of the Beck case Cleary was re- 
quested by the Governor of Maryborough 
Prison to send forward another memorial, 
dated January !2th, 1905, and that his 
sentence was commuted by the Lord- 
Lieutenant on February Ist ; and whether, 
seeing that a miscarriage of justice has 
occurred, he will say what steps the 
Government propose to take by way of 
compensating Cleary for the injury he 
has sustained. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: This man 
was, in the opinion of the learned Judge 
who tried the case, properly convicted of 
rape. The only new information subse- 
quently obtained was that the woman 
aad not given her true name, and that 
there was some suspicion that her 
sharacter was not so good as she had 
represented it to be; but nothing trans- 
pired to show that the accused was not 
guilty. The Judge, however, informed 
the Lord-Lieutenant that had he been 
aware that the woman’s character was 
not as represented at the trial, he would 
probably have passed a less severe 
sentence. The memorials only prayed 
for a reduction of the sentence, and 
His Excellency, taking into consideration 
the matters I have mentioned, ultimately 
ordered the release of the accused on 
January 28th last. No miscariiage of 
justice, as is referred to, occurred in the 
case. The Governor of the prison made 
no request or suggestion to the prisoner. 


Youghal Auxiliary Asylum Accounts. 

Mr. SLOAN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 
Jand whether he will explain why the 
auditor has not yet signed the accounts 
in connection with the Auxiliary Asylum 
at Youghal. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The audit of 
the accounts of the Cork District Lunatic 
Asylum, which embraces these in connec- 
tion with the Auxiliary Asylum at 
Youghal, has been completed for the 
half-year ended 30th September, 1904. 
The audit for the half-year to 3lst March 
last has not yet been undertaken, 


Youghal Asylum Chaplain’s Residence. 


Mr. SLOAN: I beg to ask the Chief, 


Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 


land whether he is aware that the house 
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built by public money for a resident 
medical superintendent in connection 
with the Auxiliary Asvlum at Youghal is. 
at present cecupied by a Roman Catholic 
chaplain; and, if so, will he explain 
whether this change has the sanction of 
the {Inspectors of Lunacy. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The reply to 
the first inquiry is in the affirmative. 
There is no legal provision which requires 
that the sanction of the inspectors should 
be obtained in such a matter, 


Caprain DONELAN (Cork, E.): Is the 
right hon. Gentleman aware that the 
physician lives within a very easy distance 
of the asylum, and that no complaint 
has ever been received that the welfare 
of the patients is neglected, but that, 
on the contrary, the arrangement gives 
complete satisfaction. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Nocomplaints 
have been brought to my knowledge. 


Mr. SLOAN: But is it legal for this 
house thus to be occupied ¢ 


Mr. WALTER LONG: T canno 
answer that until I have looked more 
fully into the circumstances. [am inquir- 
ing into all the matters connected with 
this asvlum just now. 


Irish Local Government Board Auditors. 

Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, §.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state how many of the Local Government 
Board auditors in Ireland were previously 
accountants, or held or hold any certifi- 
cate from the Institute of Chartered 
Accountants or any kindred body; 
whether he can state if the Public Bodies 
Order, 1904, for Ireland was approved of 
by the present staff of auditors ; whether 
the effect of the Order will be to confine 
the duties of the auditors to the correction 
of figures and the noting of illegal pay- 
ments, and to throw upon the local bedies. 
the onus of preparing for the auditors a 
draft accountant’s statement ; and 
whether he is aware that such a system 
was unanimously condemned in _ the 
Report of the Joint Select Committee of 
the House cf Lords and the House of 
Commons. 
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Mr. WALTER LONG: Ten out of the 
staff of seventeen auditors had experience 
of public accounts prior to their appoint- 
ment. The Answer to the second inquiry 
is in the affirmative. The Order will not 
have the effect suggested in the third 
inquiry, but will render the audit more 
seirching, and consequently of greater 
value. The Joint Committee on Munici- 
pal Trading expressed the opin‘on that 
the duties of auditors should not be 
confined to the mere certification of 
figures; but such limited system of audit 
does not prevail in Ireland. The recom- 
meidations of the Committee did not 
apply to Ireland. 


Me. MACVEAGH: How many have a 
certificate from the Institute of Chartered 
Accountants or some similar body ? 


Me. WALTER LONG: I cannot say. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: T ean. 


none. 


Appointment of Auditors by the Irish 
ocal Board. 
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Irish Local Authorities’ Accounts. 

Mr. MACVEAGH: TI beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenan‘ 
of Ireland whether he is aware that the 
Joint Committee of Lords and Common: 
on Municipal Trading laid down that the 
Local Government Departments should 
consult the Institute of Chartered Ac- 
countants or the Incorporated Society of 
Accountants and Auditors before pre- 
scribing a standard form of keeping 
accounts for local authorities; and 
whether any such conference or consulta- 
tion took plac» prior to the issue of the 
Public Bodies Order, 1904, for Ireland. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: This recom- 
mendation of the Committee had special 
reference to the question of municipal 
trading, and was not extended by them 


| to the case of Ireland, where such trading 


| has mate little headway. 


The Answer to 


| ° . . ° . 
'the latter inquiry is in the negative. 
' Local authorities in Ireland, before em- 


There are | 


barking on any large scheme of municipal 


| trading, will !e required to submit their 


Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask the | 


Chief 


of Ireland whether, having regard to the 


of Lords and Commons on Municipal 


Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant |. a 
; lof fact. the local .uthorities had them- 


‘ 2 2 é iselves to do certain 
recommendation of the Joint Committee | 


Trading that none but members of the | 


Institute of Chartered Accountants or of 


the Incorporated Society of Accountents | 
and Auditors should be appointed by | 


local authorities as auditors, he will 


undertake that in any future appoints | 


metits as public auditors in Ireland the 
same qualifications will be insisted upon 
that the Joint Committee urged in the 
case of the local auditors who are subject 
to the public auditors. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Local Govern- 
ment Board auditors in Ireland have to 
satisfy the Civil Service Commissioners 
not only of their knowledge of accounts, 
but also of their general proficiency, in- 
cluding a knowledge of the Poor Laws. 
The questions which come before them 
for decision are questions of law quite as 
much as of accounts. No change in the 
present system of appointment is 
proposed. 


| 
| 





accounts in such matters in a form which 
will meet the Committee’s recommenda- 
tions on the subject. 


Mr. MACVEAGH said that, asa matter 


work because th2 
auditors were not competent. 


Case of Constable Anderson, Royal Irish 
Constabulary. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether, in view of th 
persistent attacks made on a permanent 
official of the Irish Government in con- 
nection with the case of Constable Ander- 
son, he will grant a public inquiry int» 
all the circumstances connected with the 
dismissal and reinstatement of Constable 
Anderson. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: No, Sir. I see 
no reason to grant the proposed inquiry. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) * 
May I ask whether, in view of the exceed- 
ingly serious nature of the accusations 
which are being made by hon. Members 
against certain members of the Irish 
Government, and in view of the conflict 
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that has arisen between the Member for ; 


Dover and certain Members of the House 
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I rise to a 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT: 
point of order—— 


on matters of fact, the right hon. Gentle- | 


men will not say that it is in the public | 


interest to grant a full inquiry into the 
circumstances of the case. 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE (Antrim, N.): 
May I ask whether the Under-Secretary 
for Ireland has authorised the hon. Mem- 
bers for Waterford and East Mayo to take 
up this question ? 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I will at once 
answer that insinuation. I have had no 
communication, direct er indirect, with 
the Under-Secretary on this question. 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE: Then 


hon, Member is unauthorised ? 


the 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Were you 
authorised by Lord Londonderry ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I am certain 
that my hon. friend is mistaken as to the 
Under-Secretary having any knowledge 
or any Share in the putting of this Ques- 
tion. As the hon. Gentleman who put 
the additional Question is aware, a con- 
troversy has arisen over two totally 
different subjects—-first, whether or not 
the case of Constable Anderson was pro 
perly dealt with; and, secondly, the share 
which the Under-Secretary had in the 
conduct of the case. On the first head I 
have to say that there seems to be no 
necessity for an inquiry, and on the 
second point my right hon. friend the 
late Chief Secretary has stated that 
the charges against the Under-Secretary 
are unfounded and ought not to have 
been brought forward. I have examined 
the Papers dealing with the subject, and 
my view agrees with that of my right 
hon. friend the Member for Dover that 
there is no necessity for an inquiry, nor 
could a good result come out of further 
investigation, which, as I am advised, is 
unnecessary. 


': Mr. DILLON: In view of the fact that 
recently in the House a statement was 
made by the late Chief Secretary, which 
I cannot accept as having been accurately 
repeated by the right hon. Gentleman, 
aud was challenged—— 


Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: The hon. 
Member for East Mayo is in possession of 
the House. 


Mr. DILLON: Hon. Members opposite 
are evidently very much afraid of the 
facts. I notice with interest their 
extreme anxiety. I ask whether, in view 
of what occurred recently in the House, 
when the hon. Member for North Antrim 
flatly contradicted the right hon. Member 
for Dover, and asserted publicly in the 
House that the charges made against the 
Under-Secretary for Ireland were 
absolutely true—— 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT again rose to 


order amid loud cries of ‘Sit down.” 


Str GEORGE BARTLEY (Islington, 
N.): He is rising to a point of order. 

Mr. REDDY (King’s County, Birr): 
Why do not you name him ! 


Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Will the 
hon. Member wait and see the purport of 
the Question. 


Mr. DILLON: Whether in view of the 
fact that the Chief Secretary will not 
either grant a public inquiry into all the 
facts of this case or inform the House 
whether he has studied the facts himself, 
he will make a public statement in reply 
to the charges brought publicly in the 
House by the Member for North Antrim ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: T have already 
stated that I do not consider any inquiry 
necessary, and that no good object could 
be served by holding it. I donot under- 
stand what form it is suggested that the 
inquiry should take, nor what its scope 
should be in order to carry out the object 
of the hon. Member. I stated just now 
that I had myself examined the case, and 
I confirm absolutely the view expressed 
by my right hon. friend the Member for 
Dover and the action taken in this 
matter—action for which he was alone 
responsible—that the charges made 
against the Under-Secretary of having 

| unduly influenced the policy of the 
' Government were unfounded. I do not 
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see that any good object would be served 
by an inquiry, nor do I realise what form 
any such inquiry could take, 


Mr. DILLON: My Question on the 
Paper indicated fully the form and the 
scope of the inquiry—namely, “ A public 
inquiry into all the circumstances con- 
nected with the dismissal and reinstate- 
ment of Constable Anderson,’? Inasmuch 


as so much public scandal has arisen, I | 


desire that all the facts should be made 
public. We are not afraid of facts. I 
ask the right hon. Gentleman, however, 
whether I am to understand his reply as 


implying that there is not an atom of 


foundation for any of the charges made 
against Sir Antony MacDonnell in con- 
nection with this case. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I do not 
think that I can add anything to what I 
have already said on the subject. I have 
stated frankly what I believe to be the 
true story of this case, and I cannot in 
answer to Questions deal more fully with 
the subject nor add anything to what I 
have said. 


Mr. DILLON: What we desire is that 
all the facts should be made public. We 
are not afraid of facts. 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT : You are making 
a speech, 


Mr. MACVEAGH: That is more than 


you can make. 


Mr. DILLON: Am I to understand, 
from what the Chief Secretary has said, 
that there is not an atom of foundation 
for any of the charges made against Sir 
Antony MacDonnell ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: T have said 
frankly what I believe to be the true 
history of the case, and I cannot deal 
further with it in answer to a Question. 


Mr. DILLON : I beg to give notice, 
then, that I shall raise this question 
again on the Chief Secretary’s salary. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: And the Ulstermen 
will run away. 


Mr. REDDY: The cowards. 
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Questions. 4.0 
Irish Police and br a Father Dunne, 


| Mr. ROCHE (Galway, E.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord- Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he will explain why on last week the 
Reverend Father Dunne, (.C., on being 
changed by the Bishop of the diocese from 
the parish of Cappatagle to Ballymack- 
ward, had to telegraph to the districé 
inspector for permission for his friends in 
Cappatagle to accompany him to his new 
sphere of duty, which is in the neighbour- 
ing parish, 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I am unable 
to explain why the reverend gentleman 
telegraphed this inquiry to the district 
inspector, but the reply given by the 
latter was what might have been antici- 
pated, namely, that there would be no 
interference with the band on such an 
occasion, 


Ballinasloe Petty Sessions Clerk and the 
Mahon Estate. 


Mr. ROCHE: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether Mr. Rothwell, the petty 
sessions clerk of Ballinasloe, is in posses- 
sion of eighteen acres of the Mahon, 
Ballydonlan, property purchased by the 
Estates Commissioners; and, if so, how 
long has he been, and what is the nature 
of his tenancy. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I beg to refer 
the hon. Member to the Answers I have 
No further proceed- 
ings before the Commissioners have taken 


place. 


Mr. ROCHE: I have never got an 
Answer to the Question: is Mr. Rothwell 
in possession of these eighteen acres. I 
know for a positive fact he is. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: It seems to me 
that our positions should be reversed, for 
the hon, Member is giving rather than 
asking for information. I cannot help 
thinking the hon. Member is referring to 


the desmesne lands. 


Mr. ROCHE: No, I am not. 


The Mahon Estate. 
Mr. ROCHE: I beg to ask the Chief 


|Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
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‘Ireland whether Martin Shea has signed 
aun agreement to purchase a portion of 
the grazing land on the Mahon, Bally- 
donlan, Estate, purchased by the Estates 
Commissioners, which he previously held 
on the eleven months system ; and, if so, 
what was his rent per acre then com- 
pared with future rent to the Govern- 


ment; and whether several of the 
tenants who signed agreements to 


purchase have since petitioned the Com- 
missioners to take back the land, as thev 
consider the future rent an impossible 
one. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Mr. Shea has 
purchased ten acres on this estate, which 
he held as tenant. His rent was £1 &s, 
per acre, and the purchase annuity 
amounts to £1 3s, 6d. per acre. No such 
application as is mentioned in the last 
inquiry has been received by the 
Commissioners. 


Clerkships in the Dublin Law Courts. 

Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he can say when it is 
intended to hold the next examination 
for clerkships in the Dublin Law Courts ; 
and whether there will be open com- 
petition for future appointments. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY or 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Vicror Caven- 
pisH, Derbyshire, W.): I am informed 
that the next examination for junior 
clerkships in the High Court in Ireland 
will, according to the ordinary course, be 
held whenever the necessity shall arise 
for filling a vacancy by open competition. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Is an examination 
always held when a vacancy occurs ? 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: Yes, 
Sir, whenever it is thought desirable. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Are any clerks 
appointed without examination ? 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: 
ask for notice of that. 


I must 


Pirrie-Iveagh Motor Scheme. 
Mr. MACVEAGH: TI beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is in a position to 
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state if any, and, if so, what, progress 
has been made with the Pirrie-Iveagh 
motor scheme during the past six months; 
and, if not, whether he can state if the 
scheme has been abandoned. 


Mr. WALTER LONG : I have nothing 
to add to the replies given by my right 
hon. and learned friend to the hon. 
Member’s previous Questions of 2nd and 
9th March. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: ‘My Question deals 
with the last six months only. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Can the 
right hon. Gentleman say whether the 
scheme has been abandoned ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I am not sure, 
There was a condition that the county 
councils should make certain improve- 
ments of the roads, and that has not 
been acted upon. 


Mr. MACVEAGH : What progress has 
been made in the last six months / 


Mr, WALTER LONG: I believe 


none, 


Afforestation in Ireland. 


Mr. BOLAND: I beg to ask the Chiet 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that with a 
view to promoting afforestation in Ire- 
land it has been decided to have an Arbor 
Day celebrated in November; and can 
he say whether any, and, if so, what, 
facilities for the purchase of trees will be 
given to local associations throughout 
the country which desire to celebrate the 


day. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: No representa- 
tions have been made to the Department 
as to an Arbor Day celebration this year. 
Facilities are given under the county 
agricultural and horticultural schemes 
for encouraging the planting of trees. 
These include the purchase and re-sale at 
cost price of trees to residents in counties 
which adopt the scheme. 


Sitting of Land Sub-Commission at 
Killarney. 
Mr. MURPHY: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
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of Ireland when the next sitting of the 
Sub-Commission will be held in Killarney. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: On the 27th 


June next. 


Belturbet Postal Service. 

Me. VINCENT KENNEDY: I beg 
to ask the Postmaster-General if he 
will explain why there is a_ postal 
service from Cavan to Belturbet by the 
9.50 a.m. train, and what is the cost of 
same; whether, seeing that Cavan has 
this service, he will explain why Belturbet 
i; denied similir facilities; and will he 
say What would be the cost of a service 
irom Belturbet to Cavan by the 9.10 a.m. 
train. 


Lorp STANLEY: The mail from 
Cavan to Belturbet by the 9.45 a.m. train 
was commenced many vears ago. If the 
hon. Member desires me to inquire 
whether its continuance is justified, I will 
do so. Its cost cannot be precisely 
ascertained, but it is probably about the 
same as the cost of the suggested bag in 
the other direction which, as I told the 
hon. Member recently, would be about 
£5 or £8 a year, The amount of corres- 
pondence which it is anticipated would 
be included in a bag from Belturbet to 
Cavan would be so small that there is no 
sufficient ground for the est.blishment of 
‘he proposed despatch. 


Dublin Bricklayers Lock-out. 

Mr. NANNETTI: I beg to ask 
the President of the Board of 
Trade, whether his attention has 
been called to the lock-out by the 
master builders of Dublin of their brick- 
layers; whether he is aware that the 
masters’ association have refused to sub- 
mit the question upon which the lock-out 
took place to arbitration; and whether, 
seeing that work on several Government 
contracts has been stopped owing to the 
lock-out, and in view of the distress 
existing among the families of the 
labourers and others owing to the pro- 
longed stoppage of work, he will use his 
office, as head of the Conciliation Board, 
tojinduce the employers to submit the 
point which led up to the lock-out to 
acbitration, 
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THE PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY to rae BOARD or TRADE 
(Mr. Bonar Law, Glasgow,  Black- 
friars): My attention has been 
called to the dispute in the Dublin 
building trade. I understand that the 
employers are prepared for arbitration 
on certain conditions, No application 
has been received from either party by 
the Board of Trade to take action under 
the Conciliatioa Act. 


Mr. NANNETTIT: Is the hon. Gentle- 
main aware that the employees are 
prepared to accept arbitration which the 
employers are not, and will he see that 
Government work is not stopped by this 
dispute? Will the Dep:rtment put in 
force the Arbitration Act / 


Mr. BONAR LAW was understood to 


reply in the negative. 


Mr. NANNETTI: Then what is the 
use of the Act 2 


Mr. BONAR LAW: I am informed 
there is no Government contract con- 
cerned except one involving about £30. 


Marine Insurance Bill. 

Mr. JAMES REID (Greenock): I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury if 
he can say when it is proposed to take 
the Second Reading of the Marine 
Insurance Bill. 


Tue PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or tHe TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
BaLrour, Manchester, E.): I cannot fix 
a date for taking this Bill, but I do not 
think there need be any serious obstacle 
in the way of passing it as I under- 
stand that the measure is practically 
uncontroversial, 


Ecclesiastical Discipline Commission. 

Mer. EDWARD MITCHELL: I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
if he can say when the findings of the 
Royal Commission appointed to inquire 
into the ritualistic practices and abuses 
in the Church of England are likely to 
be published; if the Commission has 
made an Interim Report; and if a 
complete Report on this subject may be 
expected before the general election. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: In answer to 
another Question put on February 21stf 
with regard to the same two subjects— 
namely, the date of the Report of the 
Commission and the date of the general 
election—I expressed my inability to 
forecast the particular time at which 
either of those events will fall; and that 
inability is still maintained. 


Questions. 


Mr. AUSTIN TAYLOR (Liverpool, 
Jast Toxteth): Is there any time limit 
for the sittings of Royal Commissions ? 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Is there any 
time limit for the Government ? 


Scottish Churches Bill. 

Mr. BUCHANAN: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether he 
can now state when he will introduce the 
Scottish Churches Bill. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Bill is in 
an advanced state of preparation, and I 
think I can promise to introduce it 
before Whitsuntide; but there is no 
chance of taking the Second Reading 
before Whitsuntide. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil): 
Will this Bill take precedence over the 
Unemployed Bill ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I cannot 
answer that Question. 


The Colonial Conference. 

Mr. SOARES (Devonshire,  Barn- 
staple): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether his attention has been 
called to a statement reported to have 
been made at a public meeting at Farn- 
ham by the Secretary of State for India, 
to the effect that the subject of preference 
to the Colonies has been reserved by the 
Government for consideration with the 
Colonies; that they will call the Colonies 
into council, and propose to confer with 
them next vear on that very important 
subject : whether the Secretary of State 
for India has correctly stated the inten- 
tion of the Government; and, if so, 
whether it is now proposed that the 
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fiscal question shall be dealt with during 
the lifetime of the present Parliament, — 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: I only read 
the hon, Gentleman’s notice this morning, 
and I can find no such passage in the 
only report of the speech which I have 
been able to consult — namely, the 
report in The Times. [Cries of “It is 
in the Standard.”’] I have not seen that. 
But I see no necessary inconsistency 
between that statement and the often- 
declared policy of the Government— 
namely, that the question of fiscal policy 
shall not be dealt with by the present 
Parliament. 


Mr. SOARES: Then I am to under. 
stand that the Secretary for India did 
correctly state the intentions of the 
Government ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: My right hon. 
friend made a statement which is not 
inconsistent, as far as I know, with the 
declared policy of the Government, 
which is that of not dealing with fiscal 
reform in the lifetime of the present 
Parliament. Nor do I see any inherent im- 
probability in the hypothesis on which 
my right hon. friend may have pro- 
ceeded—namely, that before the last 
day of 1906 the Party now in power 
shall have returned in possession of a 
large majority. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs): May I ask whether the right 
hon. Gentleman adheres to the declara- 
tion made by Lord Lansdowne that the 
question of colonial preference will not be 
submitted to a Colonial Conference with- 
out first seeking the mandate of the 
country on the question of the con- 
ference. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I venture to 
say that it is not very convenient to 
discuss this interesting topic in this rather 
sporadic fashion at Question time; but I 
am not aware of any statement of Lord 
Lansdowne’s which conflicts —_ with 
opinions which I have previously ex- 
pressed in respect to the position the 
Government takes up in regard to the 
fiscal question in this Parliament, and 
it is only in this Parliament that 
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Members have a right to question me. 
They always tell me that J, at any rate, 
shall be one of the most insignificant 
members of the next Parliament. 


MOTION FOR ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Owing to the 
very important nature of the statement 
made by the Secretary of State for India 
and the Answer of the Prime Minister, I 
beg to ask leave to move the adjourn- 


ment of the House to call attention to a | 


definite matter of urgent public im- 
portance—namely, the statement made 
by the Secretary of State for India at 
Farnham that it is proposed to confer 
with the Colonies next year on 
subject of colonial preferences, notwith- 
standing the declarations of the First 
Lord of the Treasury and of Lord Lans- 
downe that the subject will not be dealt 
with by the Government during the life- 
time of the present Parliament. 


Me¥A. J. BALFOUR: That is? the | 


view of the Secretary of State for India. 


Mr, DEPUTY-SPEAKER: This can- 
not be brought within the plea of 
urgency. The speech of the Secretary for 


India was made some days ago, and | 


therefore, so far as urgency is concerned, 


the hon. Member is too late. Then, again, | 
as the Conference is only to be held next | 
vear, it can hardly be said that the | 


matter is one of urgent importance. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: On the ques- | 


tion of order, Mr. Deputy-Speaker, surely 
Motions for adjournment have been 
allowed in reference to the fiscal question, 
although the Prime Minister has declared 
that it is not going to be dealt with 


during the present session of Parliament. | 


May I submit also that it is a declaration 
made by the Minister responsible for 


India, which will be represented at this | 


Conference, in respect to a perfectly new 
policy, departing from the policy of the 
(rovernment in respect to something 
which may happen during the lifetime of 


the present Parliament? Therefore, I | 


Submit that it is a question of urgency. 
As to the second point, the fact that the 
speech was made some days ago, I may 
say that it was only yesterday afternoon 
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| that we saw it, for it did not appear in 
| the ordinary reports—the report in The 
Times is very summarised —and we could 
/not move before, because there was @ 
Motion for the adjournment yesterday. 


Mr.* DEPUTY-SPEAKER: On the 
merits of the importance of the question 
of course I say nothing. I dare say the 
hon. Member has a very good case on 
that. But I really think it would be 
stretching the rule too far. After all, 
whether a decision is come to to-day or in 
a month’s time, or before the end of the 
session, really seems to me immaterial. 


Mr. LLOYD GEORGE: We cannot 
raise it at all unless you accept this 
Motion. 

* 

Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: It car 
hardly be said that instructions to be 
given in reference to the holding of a 
Conference next year isa matter of urgent 
importance. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: May I be 
permitted, in justice to my right hon. 
friend, who is not here, to say that ! 
have his distinct authority for saying 
that he has been misinterpreted. All 
that he said was subject to the view 
which I have constantly expressed. 


Mr. SOARES: Do we understand that 
he repudiates the report then ? 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I wish to ask a 
Question as to the order of business. 
The first order of the dav - the appoint- 
ment of the Committee on the Telephone 
Agreement—was announced last night, 
and considerable objection was taken to 
‘it. I hope it may be postponed. Will 
the right hon. Gentleman at the same 
time indicate the general arrangements 
| for next week ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As to the 
Telephone Agreement Committee I shall 
he glad to meet the wishes of the right 
hon. Gentleman as far as possible, 
although time jis rather of the essence of 
the matter. There is a general wish 
on both sides that the Committee shall 
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report, and that before the end of the 
‘session the Government shall be in a 
position to find a day for the discussion 
of the Report. I shall be prepared to 


postpone the Motion for the appointment | 


of the Committee until Monday next, and 


T hope that the debate will not assume | 


undue proportions, but that the House 
will assist the Government to carry 


through the appointment of the Com- | 
miitee, which has been nominated in | 


ceference to the general wish of the 
House. 
Agricultural Rates Bill will be resumed. 
‘On Thursday Votes 10 and 12 of the 
Navy Estimates will be put down first, 
and the remaining Votes afterwards, 
except Vote 8, which it is usual to leave 
till later in the season. 
appointment of the Telephone Committee 
will come first, and then the Committee 
on the Budget Bill. 


Mr. ARTHUR STANLEY (Lancashire, | 


Ormskirk) : Can the Local Government 
Roard Vote be taken at an early date, in 
order that questions relating to the 
driving of motors may be discussed. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: May T also ask | 


whether, when that Vote is taken, the 


First Lord will see that the whole time | 
is not monopolised by the discussion on | 
motors, in order that there may be some | 


discussion of the Order relating to the 
feeding of schcol children. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Perhaps in 
the arrangement of Supply next week 
the Government will take into account 
the fact that Irish Supply has not been 
discussed at all this session. I hope the 
First Lord will in this matter consult the 
convenience of the Irish Members. 


Mr. THEODORE TAYLOR (Lanca- | 


shire, Radciiffe): Has the right hon. 
Gentleman any information as to the 
rumoured seizure of a port in China by 
Germany ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I confess that 
this mixture of Questions is rather pet- 
plexing. As to the Local Government 
Board Vote, I think there are reasons for 
believing that the House would like a 
discussion at an early period, and, though 
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I cannot give a pledge, I suggest that it 
may be convenient to allot Thursday 
week for this Vote. The hon. Member 
for Merthyr Tydvil asks whether the 
| whole day is to be monopolised by the 
discussion of motors, and whether room 
cannot be found for a discussion—not 
the first discussion, though a discussion 
ol a very important point—dealing with 
the feeding of school children. It does 
not rest with me to decide as to the 
order of topics on a Vote. The only 
control the Government have over the 
order of topics is that of moving the 
closure when they think a topic has been 
sufficiently discussed, but that is nota 
very satisfactory way of dealing with 
the order of business. Another hon. 
Member asks me a Question in regird to 
/a rumour of some German action in 
/China. I have heard the rumour, but I 
neither have nor can give any informa- 
ton on that subject. In reply to the 
Question of the hon. Member for Water- 
ford, I have to ask him to communicate 
| with my right hon. friend near me 
through the usual channels. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I hope the 
right hon. Gentleman will bear this in 
mind before definitely fixing the Supply 
next week, as there are several matters 


connected with the government of 
Ireland which we are most anxious to 
| discuss. 


Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich): { desize 
to ask the Prime Minister whether he will 
help the people who are endeavouring, 
during the summer months, to make some 
provision to deal with the unemployed 
during the winter? Will he press forward 
|his Bill? That is the most important 
| Question addressed to him to-day. 


Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Notice 


must be given of it. 


WORKMEN'S TRAINS. 
Ordered, That the Evidence of the 
Select Committee on Workimen’s Trains 
in Session 1904 be referred to the Nelect 
| Committee on Workmen’s  Trains.-~- 


| (Colonel Bowles.) 
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SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES) 


Mr. HausEy reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection; That they had dis- 
charged the following Member from the 
Standing Committee on Law and Courts 
of Justice, and Legal Procedure, in 
respect of the Town Tenants (Ireland) 
Bill: Mr. J. F. X. O’Brien; and had 
appointed in substitution : Mr. Mac- 
Veagh. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


FINANCE BILL. 
[SECOND READING. | 


Question again proposed. 


Order read, for resuming adjourned 
debate on Question [15th May], “ That 
the Bill be now read a second time.” 


*Mr. McCRAE (Edinburgh, E.) said 
he did not think it too much to suggest 
that the proposals embodied in: the 
Finance Bill as placed before the House 
came as a welcome relief, not on account 
of their intrinsic merits, but rather on 
account of the fears which they had had 
as to what the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer might have proposed. They 
all knew that he was hankering after 
protection, but he had a hope that the 
tight hon. Gentleman’s experience at the 
Treasury would give him that education 
which his predecessors had enjoyed, and 
would cure him of the old-time, foclish, 
and exploded theory that it was possible 
to make people more comfortable by 
increasing the cost of living. If what they 
saw in the newspapers was correct, the 
fiscal proposals of the Government were 
now to be dropped in view of the meet 
ing of June 2nd, and therefore they 
might take it that by that time the 
education of the right hon. Gentleman 
in a sound fiscal policy would be com- 


plete. 


They should first look very 
briefly at the burden of taxation to be 
imposed in the Finance Bill. That 
was a very serious problem, especially in 
view of the fact that when they considered 
the outcome of the last year’s revenue 
they found that taking taxation ou the 
basis of the previous year the produce 
dlisplaved a diminution of £1,300,000, 


VOL. CXLVI. [Fourtn Series.] 


{16 May 1905} Bull. 592 


which proved that they had come to a 
stop in the productive power of their 
taxation on its present basis. He did 
not intend to go tack to the last Liberal 
year of Administration in order to com- 
pare it with the financial position as it 
stood to-day, but he would ask the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer to glance 
for a moment at the year 1899 under the 
present Administration—the last vear 
before the outbreak of the war. The 
expenditure had increased during th> 
previous four years by about £14,000,000, 
but he started from 1899, and he found 
that the taxation—and he was going to 
exclude Post Office and all untaxed 
revenue, and to deal only with taxation 
which was placed on the people—he found 
that the product of the taxed revenue 
in that vear was £89,450,000. The 
taxation as proposed in the present year 
in this Bill would produce £119,000,000, 
an increase in that short period of 
£29,500,000, on the taxed revenue of 
the country. If they looked at the total 
revenue the comparison was even worse, 
because they were going to impose 
taxation for the current year amounting 
to £142,000,000, while the produce in 
1899 was £108,000,000, or an increase 
of £34,000,000 sterling. They had the 
war taxes still—the taxes on tea, sugar, 
tobacco, beer ard spirits, which were 
imposed on account of the war, and he 
thought they were entitled to ask the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer when they 
were going to get remission of those 
war taxes. Now, in the present year 
he had given them a relief to the extent 
of 2d. per pound on tea, but that only 
bore a very small proportion to the extra 
taxes which were placed on the people 
for war purposes, and which were now 
being continued for ordinary expenditure. 


It was no doubt easier to preach 
economy than to practice it, but he did 
think that che Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer did not really recognise the gavity of 
our present financial position—the dis- 
turbance of the money market, the 
prejudicial effect on trade, and the dis- 
location of commerce which had been 
caused by the increasing burden of taxa- 
tion they now had to bear, and he thought 
the time had come when a protest should 
be made against excessive expendi- 
ture. No one denied in the abstract 
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that it was excessive, and the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer ought to be the first 
to uphold economy. Not the least in- 
jurious effect of the South African War 
was the fact that it occasioned an utter 
disregard for economy. It gave full vent 
to the natural Departmental craving for 
expenditure, and while they were taught 
to think in millions the Departments 
thought that if they only spent in thou- 
sands they were making a real saving, 
whereas before they had only been 
spending in hundreds. 


The estimated expenditure for the pre- | 
sent year was £142,000,000,a ghastly total, | 
and if they added to that the local taxa. 
tion expenditure and the expenditure on 
the naval and military works, they got | 
a totalg for their annual Budget of | 
£160,000,000. If that total was com.- | 
pared with the total in 1895, 
namely, £102,000,000, they got an 
increase of £58,000,000 a 
they looked only 
penditure there was an increase in that 
period of £48,000,000 a year. The ex- 
penditure in the present Budget was 
slightly less than that estimated for last 
year, 


was convinced that the 
agree that the time had come when that 
excessive expenditure should be dim- 
inished, and he should like to see the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer take a bold 
stand foreconomy. He, however, hardly 
ever mentioned it; he rather seemed 
to think that his duty was to justify 
the existing expenditure of the Depart- 
ments instead of putting the brake on, 
and making some reductions. He would 
concede this, that on last year’s ex- 
penditure there was a reduction of 
nearly £1,000,000 sterling. That was 
to the good. 
expenditure of the current year they 
found that on the Navy Estimates they 
had a reduction of £3,500,000, and con- 
sidering that this was Nelson’s year, he 


thought that it showed considerable | 
courage on the part of the Department | 
showed | 


to make that reduction—it 
some return to sanity. He would like 
to point out that in the year which he 
had chosen for comparison, namely, 
1899, the year before the war, the Navy 
Estimates were £24,000,000. This year, 


Mr. McCree. 
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vear. If | 
at the ordinary ex-| 


‘and he supposed they ought to | 
be thankful for smal! mercies, bat he | 
House would | 


If they looked at the | 


but he 


Bill. 5OL 


however, they were £33,250,000, even 
giving effect to the reduction which had 
been made. If they turned to the Army 
they found an increase in Army ex- 
penditure of £1,000,000 over last year’s 


Estimates. He thought that in these 
times of peace that was entirely 
indefensible. They had a_ statement 


from the Prime Minister on the pre. 





| view of the Committee of Defence there 
| was no risk of invasion, and surely in 
| justice they were entitled to believe that 
the Army expenditure ought to decrease, 
‘But again, if they took the same year 
for comparison they found that in 1899 
| the military expenditure was £20,000,000, 
| whereas they were budgeting this year 
‘for an expenditure of £30,000,000, or an 
increase of £10,000,000 on the Army. 
'This was in addition to an_ increase 
| of £9,000,000 on the Navy, and if they 
/put the Army and Navy expenditure 
together for 1899 they got a total of 
$44,000,000, whereas the total for the 
/present year was £63,000,000. That 
_was entirely exclusive of the expenditure 
on naval and military works. Really, 
the ways of the Government were past 
finding out. They had the statement 
of the Prime Minister—— 


THE CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. Austen CHAMBERLAIN, 
Worcestershire, E.): The total includes 
annuities, whereas you said that it was 
irrespective of the expenditure on works. 


*Mr. McCRAE said that it was irre- 
spective of the loan expenditure on 
naval and military works, a point with 
which he proposed to deal later on. It 
was, of course, inclusive of the sum 
budgeted this year as annual contri 
bition in respect of naval and military 
works. They had three Army schemes. 
They had that of the Committee of De- 
fence; they had that of the Army Coun- 
cil; and they had, in the third place, 
that of the Secretary for War, who evi- 
dently differed from both the others. 
If they looked at the military position 
at the present time any fair-minded 
man would say there ought to be a large 
'diminution in our Army expenditure. 
| No dovbt there was a great deal of extra 
(expenditure occasioned by the wat, 
would give the Chancellor 


ceding Thursday showing that in the . 
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of the Exchequer a precedent which 
he hoped he would follow. The same 
thing happened after the Crimean War. 
When Mr. Gladstone became Chancellor 
of the Exchequer in 1859 the Army 
and Navy expenditure amounted to 
£26,000,000, and in the intervening period 
between 1859 and 1866 it rose to 
£28,000,000. Mr. Gladstone set himself 
to reduce expenditure largely occasioned 
on account of the war, and the conse- 
quence was that when he quitted the 
office of Chancellor of the Exchequer 
in 1866 he had brought back the naval 
and military expenditure to what it was in 
1857. That was what the present Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer ought to put 
before himself to-day; he ought to at- 
tempt to bring back the naval and mili- 
tary expenditure to the point, not at 
which it stood when the present Govern- 
ment took office, but at which it was 
in the year before the war—in 1899. He 
had hoped the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer would follow Mr. Gladstone 
and say that economy was the first 
and greatest article in his financial creed. 


But that did not sum up all the financial 
shortcomings of the present Government. 
They borrowed too largely for war ex- 
penditure, and as a consequence we had 
added to the National Debt a sum of 
£160,000,000. Might he point out to 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer what 
had been done previously by this country 
in relation to expenditure of the same 
kind? Take what was done during the 
Crimean War. In 1854, before that 
war broke out, the National Debt 
amounted to £802,000,000. By 1857, 
on account of the war expenditure, it 
had gone up to £837,000,000, an increase 
of £35,000,000. The country set itself 
to get rid of that debt at the earliest 
possible opportunity, and the result was 
that within ten years—by 1867—they 
had wiped off a sum equivalent to what 
was spent on the Crimean War, and 
whicn had been added to the Debt. 
Would the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
undertake to wipe out in ten years 
or even in twenty years, the addition 
which had been made to the National 
Debt on account of the South African 
War ? 

He had a still more serious charge to 
make against the present financial ar- 
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rangements, a charge altogether apart 
from expenditure on the war. For the 
first time, he believed in the history of this 
country, the National Debt had been 
added to in times of peace. He did not 
know whether the House really realised 
the true significance of that. Did they 
realise thatin a year of peace the National 
Debt had been added to? Last year we 
increased our national indebtedness by 
£2,250,000. That was unprecedented, un- 
justifiable, and indefensible, and it really 
brought them to the German method 
of finance, whereby they were borrow- 
ing for ordinary current expenditure. 
To put it in another manner, the Govern- 
ment was not paying its way. Now 
the gross liabilities on March 3lst 
last amounted to £796,700,000 sterling, 
a sum almost equivalent to the National 
Debt away back in 1854. That was a 
comparison which should cause them 
to pause. He noticed that the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer in his Budget speech 
gave no comparison between the gross 
debt as at March 3lst, 1904, and debt as 
at March 31st, 1905. He gave a direct 
comparison in regard to the Funded 
Debt which had been reduced, but for 
the first time he did not place before 
the House in parallel columns the gross 
liabilities of the State in 1904 and 1905. 
The consequence was that no one reading 
the Budget speech, or listening to it, 
could have realised that in that year 
the National Debt had been increased 
by the sum he had mentioned. No 
doubt he spoke of the Sinking Fund, 
but then most people were rather dis- 
inclined to consider the question of the 
Sinking Fund, and they appeared to 
think that there was some mystery 
about it. He did not know that there 
was any mystery at all about it. It 
was merely an annual contribution to 
wipe off debt, and if the Debt, instead 
of being reduced, was increased, anyone 
would see that the Sinking Fund was 
inoperative, and, therefore, that some- 
thing was wrong. It was clear that 
there was no adequate provision for 
the reduction of the Debt. The man 
in the street could understand that; 
it did not require a financier to point 
out that if there was no reduction being 
made the Sinking Fund was insufficient. 
Now the Sinking Fund as regarded the 
Funded Debt was meant to reduce 
T2 
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the Debt by about £7,500,000 a year. 
From 1893 to 1898 they did reduce 
their gross liabilities year by year by 
about £7,000,000 sterling, notwithstanding 
the capital expenditure on naval and | 
military works. Now they were borrow- 
ing more than they were paying off and 
the naval and military works were 
mainly responsible for that. 


Might he point out to the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer that they had had really 
no opportunity before the Budget of dis- 
cussing theamount that these works would 
cost during the coming financial year ? 
In regard to the other estimates of ex- 


penditure they were discussed before the | 


close of the preceding financial year, 
but the Naval and Military Works ‘Bills 


were not, and even the one for the cur- | 


rent year had not yet been produced. 
All that, he thought, tended to ex- 
travagance, because it really obscured 
the issue from the House. They had 
gone on spending year after year without 


realising how the expenditure on account | 


of the naval and military works had 
increased. The Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer the other day, in reply to some 
observations he had made, said they had 
a sinking fund carried on the Votes 
which he described as abnormally high. 


But he would like just to draw the) 
attention of the House to the figures to | 
He was | 
taking the figures for the last seven, 


show how vain the boast was. 


years. In 1899 the outstanding debt on 
account of naval and military works was 
£7,000,000 ; two years later, in 1901, 
it was £14,000,000. In 1902 it was 
£20,000,000 ; in 1905, £27,500,000 ; in 
1904, nearly £32,000,000 ; and in 1905, 
£41, 500,000, while the estimated ex- 
penditure for the current financial year 
brought it up to £47,500,000. When 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer talked 
about an abnormally high sinking fund 
he begged him to remember that while 
he was laying aside under this head of 
expenditure a sum of £1,500,000 a year 
he had been borrowing since the first 
date at the rate of over £8,000,000 a 
year. How long would that increase 
of £7,000,000 go on? In his opinion 
this expenditure ought to be added to the 
ordinary taxation of the year. It was 
not capital expenditure in the rea] sense. 
It was bad finance to treat it as such 


Mr. McCrae. 
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and he would ask the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, could he really defend it ? 
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Now, in the present Finance Bill 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
| proposed to increase the Sinking Fund 
contribution by £1,000,000 a year, and 
‘here let him say that he thought it was 
very unfortunate that the Chancellor of 
‘the Exchequer had hit upon the lottery 
| method of dealing with these Exchequer 
bonds. The lottery system was entirely 
foreign to our finance; there had been 
no advantage reaped from it. The 
interest to be paid was very high, and 
he begged to suggest to the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer that it would have 
been better if he had simply added the 
£1,000,000 a vear to the ordinary Sinking 
Fund, and he would then have given 
to any future Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer a free hand in dealing with it. 
He did not know whether the right hon. 
Gentleman expected to be in his place 
next year, but if he were his criticism 
as to a large Debt conversion scheme 
would not apply. The right hon. 
Gentleman ought to have dealt this 
_year with the floating debt, which 
amounted to £71,633,000, according to 
the National Debt Returns issued yester- 
day morning. He would like to ask the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer why he did 
not propose to deal in a comprehensive 
way with this floating debt. He had 
before pointed out a way in which he 
might have dealt with it by means of 
terminable annuities. Of course, he quite 
realised that the right hon. Gentleman 
could not have dealt with the floating 
debt without facing up to the question of 
the Transvaal contribution. That was 
an essential part of any comprehensive 
scheme to deal with the Unfunded Debt. 
Although £30,000,000 seemed to be a 
large sum to ask from the Transvaal, this 
country was laying aside for the payment 
of principal and interest for the reduction 
of debt over £30,000,000 per anntm. He 
would like the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer to consider that in 188)— 
twenty years ago—we laid aside a sum 
of £29,649,784 when the National Debt 
was less by £60,000,000 than it was to- 
day, and when there was no Naval and 
Military Works expenditure. Would the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer frankly 


, tell the House, first of all, what sum he 
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intended to spend this year on Naval and 
Military Works; and secondly, what 
was the amount of all the Sinking Fund 
which was to go during the current year 
to redeem the Debt? There was an 
estimate on the first head of £8,000,000, 
and on the second head of £10,100,000. 
Was that so ? 

Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY or 
mHE TREASURY (Mr. Vicror Caven- 
pisH, Derbyshire, W.): Yes. 


*Mr. McCRAE: That meant that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer was going 
toreduce the National Debt by £2,000,000. 
so that there would only bean effective 
Sinking Fund of £2,000,000 to go to reduce 
the gross liabilities of the State, instead of 
{7,000,000 a vear which we were paying 
off before 1899. He thought he had 
shown that whether they consider the 
burdens on the people—the ordinary ex- 
penditure, the capital expenditure, or the 
state of the National Debt, they had 
to face a grave financial position. He 
hoped that they were at the end of tnis 
period of lavish expenditure, unprece- 
dented borrowing, and no adequate pro- 
vision for the extinction ofdebt. It was 
a position which required great courage 
and ability to deal with. This Finance 
Bill, although it avoided any 
defiance of the principles of sound 
finance unhappily experienced in the 
past, did not meet the requirements of 
the very grave financial position in which 
the nation found itself after ten long 
weary years of incompecence and gross 
extravagance under the present Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
said that undoubtedly this matter of the 
Debt could not be too often brought be- 
fore the House of Commons and the 
nation. The Debt had increased, was 
increasing, and was not going to be 
diminished. The Debt would be greater 
next vear than it was now. The Chancel- 
lor of the Exchequer could not deny 
that. If the right hon. Gentleman could 
show that he was wrong in that assertion, 
he should welcome the demonstration. 
He thought he could prove to the House 
that not only was the Debt greater this 
Vear than last, but that it would be 
greater, as a whole, next year than this. 
Exception must be taken to the Treasury 
terminology. The Treasury treated 
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one part alone of the Debt as 
Funded Debt, but, in fact, all debt 
that was not Funded Debt was Un- 
funded Debt. Instead of putting all 
these debts together and calling the 
total Unfunded Debt, the Treasury made 
a selection from them, called that Un- 
funded Debt, and set up a capital account 
which did not exist. As showing that 
it did not exist the Treasury put down 
the assets of the British Empire at 
£40,000,000—less than one-third of the 
total annual revenue. 


He earnestly begged the atten- 
tion of the House to some very 


simple figures. A Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, when he brought in his 
Budget, was mainly occupied in omitting 
from his Budget statement large sums 
that ought to be in it. When he 
talked of the Debt he talked of dead- 
weight debt. All debt was dead-weight 
debt, even if it had a sinking fund at- 
tached to it. The right hon. Gentleman 
talked of the Funded Debt and told the 
House it was being reduced. But the 
right hon. Gentleman left out of account a 
far more important, far more obnoxious 
debt which was not funded, regularised, 
or duly provided with its own sinking 
fund as a permanent charge—and which 
was consequently the most dangerous 
form of debt—the unfunded debt of 
various kinds, The form of debt which he 
would first desire to see decreased was nut 
the Funded, but the Unfunded Debt ; 
but the contrary was the case. The 
Funded Debt was decreased by £2,000,000, 
on which interest at the rate of 2} 
per cent. was paid, while the other 
debts on which a higher rate of interest 
was paid were being increased. The 
Funded Debt had been decreased by 
£2.000,000 ; that part of the Unfunded 
Debt which the Treasury chose to call 
Unfunded Debt by £2,000,000, and the 
terminable annuity liability had been 
reduced by £3,600,000, or a total reduc- 
tion of £7,600,000 this year. But what 
was called capital liability debt, which he 
held was an unfunded debt, and the most 
serious form of it—incurred for works-— 
had been increased by £9,800,000. So 
that although the former kirds of debt 
had been decreased by £7,600,000, the 
nett result for the year was that our 


' total absolute debt had not been decreased, 








511 Finance 


but had been increased by £2,200,000. | 
The final result was that the total 
absolute debt of the country was 
£796,700,000 at the end of the year. 


Now, he had spoken of the capital lia- 
bility debt incurred for works as 
being the most important and dangerous 
part of the whole debt; and it was so 
in this respect. It was the most 
dangerous because the Government 
could, within large limits, add to it 
at its will, and when it pleased. 
There were still £14,500,000 of that 
debt, which the Government had power 
to borrow, still unborrowed. And con- 
sequently without any assent of the 
House, without the knowledge of the 
House, the Government could borrow up 
to £14,500,000 in addition to this most 
obnoxious form of debt used for works. 


That was a very serious state of 
things. The House had, no doubt, 
given the Government authority 
to do this very dangerous thing, 


but he earnestly hoped that these dis- 
cussions would have the effect—he 
believed that they had had already some 
effect—of making the Government far 
more wary in exercising their borrow- 
ing powers than they had been hitherto. 
There was another abuse connected with 
eapital liability debt. The Govern- 
ment last year took £2,000,000 from the 
Treasury balances and applied that sum 
to the reduction of debt; but they bor- 
rowed £2,830,000 more than they required 
to issue for the works for which it was 
borrowed. There was really no necessity 
for borrowing that extra sum. The right 
hon. Gentleman would find in his own 
financial statement, page 5, that there 
was borrowed to meet capital expendi- 


ture £10,912,000; and that there 
was issued to meet capital expendi- 
ture £8,069,000. The difference was 


£2,843,000, which the Government. bor- 
rowed for the purpose of issuing for 
these works, but did not issue. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
would point out that the hon. Gentle- 
man has omitted to notice the fact that 
we had temporarily drawn on the Ex- 
chequer balances to the extent of 
£2,000,000 in the previous year on ac- 
count of these works, and therefore we 
had to borrow in 1904-5 the £2,000,000 


Mr, Gibson Bowles. 
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to repay the amount drawn from the 
Exchequer balances. The amount of 
money we over-borrowed last year was 
somewhat short of £1,000,000 of the 
amount required, which was a miscalcula- 
tion on the part of the Department. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said that the 
right hon, Gentleman explained the dis- 
crepancy by explaining that there was 
not one error, but two. The Government 
under-borrowed the previous year and 
over-borrowed this year to make up the 
deficiency, and even then there was at 
least £2,830,000 which went to swell 
the Treasury balances. There was a 
gravely dangerous power of borrowing 
under these Capital Expenditure Acts. 
Let the House observe that the Treasury 
balances were in this way repleted by 
nearly £3,000,000 which really did not 
belong to them. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : This 
is a matter which I explained in my 
statement. It was taken out of the 
Treasury balances the year before last. 
It was taken from the Treasury balances 
for the purpose of these capital accounts. 
The National Debt Commissioners were 
unable to supply this amount, and the 
first thing that had to be done when we 
had new borrowing powers, or when 
fresh money came into the hands of the 
Debt Commissioners, was to relieve our- 
selves from what we had paid. The hon. 
Member will find the whele transaction 
set out in my Budget speech. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES | said he 
thought the National Pebt account 
suggested, if it did not actually state it, 
that this £2,000,000 was taken from 
the Treasury balances this year. But, 
however that might be, it was an un- 
doubted fact that the Government had 
this dangerous power of borrowing, and 
although they might exercise it with 
great skill and prudence, it was perfectly 
possible for them to borrow either less 
money or more than they required, and 
when they borrowed more it went to 
swell the balances, and this would 
make them look greater thau they really 
were at the moment. 


He had shown that the absolute 
debt at this moment was £2,200,000 
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more than it amounted to last year, 
but the House must not forget that 
there were other very serious liabili- 
ties this year. There were the guar- 
anteed loans of £152,700,000, though, of 
course, the liability for those was not to 
the same extent or cf the same com- 
pleteness as that for the £796,000,000. 
Still, there was the liability, and they 
would perhaps never know how much 
of that they would have to bear. The 
guaranteed loans. he might point out, 
included this year another £10,000,000 
for Irish land purchase. In addition to 
the guaranteed loans there were the 
contingent liabilities, including that to 
the Post Office Savings Bank. The 
particulars of the contingent liabilities 
were not set forth this year, but they 
could not amount to less than they did last 
year, which was £19,090,000. So that if 
they added the contingent liabilities to 
the guaranteed loans they had a total of 
£171,700,000 to add to the £796,090,000. 
If to those two added together was 
added £500,000 the House would see 
the total liabilities of the State amounted 
to no less than £968,200,000, although 
he admitted that all the liabilities were 
not of the same quality, some being 
more and others less absolute. There 
was, in addition to those liabilities, the 
awful local debt of near £500,000,000, 
which was also, a liability of the sub- 
jects of the State, but which he did not 
add to the other because it had yet 
another quality. How had the right 
hon. Gentleman dealt with that ? 


He admitted that the right hon. 
Gentleman had shown considerable cour- 
age, but he had not dealt adequately 
with the matter. Let the House take 
what were called the lottery bonds. 
He asserted on a previous occasion 
that in effect by the issue of these 
lottery bonds the existing Unfunded 
Debt was extended for five years to the 
extent of £5,000,000. Section 7 of the 
Act showed that that was so. If the 
right hon. Gentleman could explain 
Section 7 taken in conjunction with 
the Supplementary War Loans Act of 1900 
in another way he would be glad to hear 
the explanation, but otherwise it was im- 
possible to read Section 7 without coming 
to the conclusion at which he had arrived, 
that in respect to £5,000,000 the right 
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hon. Gentleman had assented to an 
extension of five years longer than it 
would have otherwise taken to extinguish, 


He did not wish to raise again the ghost 
of the £30,000,000 war contribution, 
except to say that unless we got the 
£30,090,000 from the Transvaal he did not 
know how we were to provide for the re- 
payment of the war loan, when its repay- 
ment became due. He did not envy 
the right hon. Gentleman who might be 
in office when that time came. He con- 
tended that they were entitled to re- 
cover that £30,090,000 at the hands of 
the Government; it was promised by a 
former Secretary for the Colonies, the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
West Birmingham, as an inducement to 
the House to guarantee the loan of 
£55,000,000. It was stated to be a 
payment in commutation of a sum of 
£100,090,000 which the right hon. Gentle- 
man thought was due, and to the extent 
of £10,000,000 was to be underwritten by 
competent persons in the Transvaal. 
As to the conditions, which were three, 
they had all been fulfilled. There was 
a bargain. We were to take £30,000,00) 
instead of £100,000,000, or at least 
£70,009,000, and that £30,000.000 was 
all to be paid in three years. 
Two and a-half years had gone 
by and we had not received a penny 
of that sum. So complete a bargin 
had never been presented to this House 
as that presented by the late Colonial 


Secretary, the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for West Birmingham, 


speaking on behalf of the Government, 
under which the House guaranteed the 
loan of £35,000,00), and 1f that obligation 
was now to be thrown to the winds and 
explained away the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer who had to pay off the war loan 
would be put in a desperate position, 
while the greatest reproach would rest 
on the Government for the abandonment 
of that engagement. It was a most 
solemn engagement; none of the con 
ditions had been violated ; it was a freely 
accepted burden by the geutlemen who 
undertook the obligation to underwrite 
it, and a very serious damage would be 
done not only to the Government its>lf 
but to the cause of public faith in Engla id 
if it were now abandoned. It did not 
behove the House to condem.: the 
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conduct of the right hon. Gentleman 
in the production of this Bill. He had 
risen more to emphasise that great con- 
cern he felt at the increased and still 
increasing debt of this country, and 
the insufficient means taken to provide 
funds to wipe it off. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower Ham- 
lets, Poplar) said he desired to em- 
phasise what had been already said on 
both sides of the House in reference 
to the reduction of debt. It was a 
question of the utmost importance to the 
country, and it was one upon which the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer would 
welcome the expression of the views 
of the House in favour of the more 
rapid reduction of debt. Ten years 
ago the net reduction of the debt was 
£7,000,000 a vear. Since then we 
had had a war which cost us £260,000,000, 
and last year there was not only no re- 
duction of debt, but an increase in the 
National Debt of £2,000,000. During 
the last six years the total debt of the 
country had increased by £160,000,000, 
and we had not up to the present moment 
reduced the war debt by a single penny. 
This was not the only instance in modern 
times of the National Debt being added 
to in time of peace. At the present 
time, in the fourth year of peace, we had 
no less than £23,00C,000 of additional 
taxation, and the amount the right hon. 
(rentleman had promised by way of the 
utmost reduction would only be some 
£2,000,000, though there was all this 
enormous amount of additional taxation. 
This increase of taxation was attributed 
to what was called capital expenditure, 
the amount of which in naval and military 
works and things of that sort was really 
greater than really appeared on the face 
of the Financial Statement. The Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer in his speech 
had referred to it as being about 
£40,000,000, but it was in reality much 
larger. because during the period from 
1894 to 1898 there was each year a 
large sinking fund which used to go 
to the reduction of debt which had now 
been utilised for this purpose, in addition 
to which through the Sinking Fund 
something like £5,000,000 had _ been 
paid for capital expenditure. This ex- 
penditure was really £57,000,000; that 


Mr. Gibson"Bouwles. 
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was to say, one-third more than appeared 
in the accounts. In two years the 
country had borrowed  £60,000,000 
for the purpose of capital expen. 
diture, which was a matter to which he 
thought consideration should be given, 


The right hon. Gentleman, when dealing 
with debt, put it into two categories; 
one he called dead-weight debt and the 
other capital expenditure, against which 
he held assets in ships and works. But 
be (Mr. Buxton) denied that these 
naval and military works could in any 
sense of the word be regarded as assets, 
Assets were things which could be valued 
and at a favourable time sold out and 
the borrowed money repaid in that way. 
That was not the case here, and therefore 
the capital expenditure was as much a 
dead-weight debt on the country as the 
other expenditure which the right hon. 
Gentleman placed in that category. 
One of the worst tendencies of this bor- 
rowing on the one hand and paying off 
on the other and thus increasing the 
capital expenditure was that it resulted 
in an increase of the National Debt. 
As he understood, the Uniunded Debt 
had increased in the last six years by no 
less than £100,000,000, but during the 
same period the Funded Debt had been 
diminished by £40,000,000. Under these 
circumstances he asked, Would it not be 
better to apply the whole of the Sinking 
Fund to the purposes of diminishing not 
the Funded Debt but the Unfunded Debt. 
which at the present moment was far too 
large? The right hon. Gentleman had 
declared his strong desire to diminish 
the amount of capital expenditure, under 
certain conditions. That was _neces- 
sary, and no doubt the right hon. Gentle- 
man would admit that a considerable 
amount of money borrowed for these 
purposes would be much more usefully 
met out of the expenditure of the year. 
He had not much hope at the moment 
that the right hon. Gentleman, unless 
he took very strong action, would be 
able to reduce that expenditure on the 
naval and military programme to any 
extent. The expenditure, he supposed, 
must take its course, but they would 
warmly support the right hon. Gentle- 
man in any proposals he made to reduce 
that expenditure and to bring it, as it. 
ought to be brought, into the ordinary 
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Budget of the year, instead of its being | 
had by means of Supplemental Estimates. 


Having said so much with regard to the 
debt itself, he would now say a few words 
as to the proposals of the right hon. 
(rentleman for the reduction of the debt. 
The amount to be applied to the Sinking 
Fund this year was £10,000,000, but the 
real significance of that was not the 
amount to be utilised in one year for 
that purpose, but the specific amount 
the right hon. Gentleman intended to 
apply to it out of the taxation of the year, 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer surely 
admitted that the Unfunded Debt was too 
great, and it would, therefore, seem to 
be better policy to apply the money 
solely to the reduction of that debt, and 
not to the purchase of Consols in the 
market. He did not share the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer’s sanguine hopes 
that he would be able to reduce capital 
expenditure. While he congratulated 
the right hon. Gentleman on having 
added £),000,000 to the Sinking Fund, he 
did not think he could have done any- 
thing else, looking at the position of the 
Debt and the Sinking Fund. The figures 
of national expenditure were certainly 
very disheartening to the economists in 
the House, whose numbers, he was 
afraid, were few; and still more dis- 
heartening was the expenditure on certain 
branches in regard to which they could 
not feel that the nation got value for its 
money. 


For a good deal of the expenditure the 
country did not get full value. This 
was particularly the case in regard to 
education and the Army. In connection 
with the Army there had been brought 
forward several schemes, each extremely 
costly, and the last of which, while 
showing no diminution in expenditure, 
had practically disorganised the Regulars, 
disheartened the Militia, and disgusted 
the Volunteers. This was a very un- 
fortunate result for any Army scheme 
to have upon a service founded not upon 
conscription but upon popular favour 
and support. One matter upon which 
the Government might be congratulated 
was the fact that at last there was some 
hope of the cessation of expenditure in 
the wilds of Somaliland. The apparent 
result of a wise arrangement made by the 
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Italians with the Mullah was that that 
so-called mad person had been given a 
large slice of territory, turned into a 
Potentate, and granted a port. He did 
not know that this House had ever gone 
so far as to suggest that the Mullah should 
be given territory anda port, but theyhad, 
at any rate, always contended that terms 
should be come to and a check put upon 
these costly and bloody expeditions into 
Africa. His chief desire in speaking, 
however, was to emphasise what he 
regarded as two really serious matters 
in connection with our national finance 
at the present moment. The first was 
the fact that we were not reducing the 
debt anything like so rapidly as we ought 
to do, and the other was that our annual 
expenditure was of such a type and taxa- 
tion was so heavy that it could not fail 
very seriously to affect the consuming 
power and the comforts of the working 
classes, and also to injure and jeopardise 
our commercial position in competition 
with other nations. 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH said that 
the Second Reading of the Finance Bill 
wis usually not so much a discussion 
of the contents of the Bill itself as a part 
of a general discussion of the financial 
position of the country. Not unnaturally 
a considerable amount of attention to-day 
had been directed to the question of 
taxation, and so far as he could gather, 
the general feeling seemed to be that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had acted 
rightly, so far as he had gone, but that 
it was desirable that he should go still 
further in the direction he had taken. 
In his Budget speech his right hon. friend 
clearly and distinctly intimated that he 
would discourage the idea of adding to 
our National Debt by naval, military, or 
public works, and the House might rest 
assured that any assistance they could 
give in that direction would be weleomed 
by the Chancellor of the Exchequer. 
So far as the question of debt was con- 
cerned it would probably be advisable 
that he should leave many of the technical 
and complicated points to the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer to deal with later on, 
but he might be permitted to deal with 
certain matters which came more immedi- 
ately under his own persoral observation. 
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So far as the Army and Navy !were 
concerned, the important speech of the 
Prime Minister on Thursday last had 
doubtless had the effect of bringing more 
clearly before the country what our 
obligations were, and if while bearing 
those obligations in mind it were found 
possible to reduce the expenditure on the 
Army and Navy, it would be a result 
which the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
would welcome with acclamation. He 
would remind the House, however, that 
when such reductions were made they 
frequently caused considerable incon- 
venience, and in some cases distress. That 
being so, he hoped that when the re- 
ductions took place and the inevitable | 
dislocation followed—which the Depart- | 
ments concerned would endeavour to make | 
as little onerous as possible—Members 
would assist by not raising questions 
concerning this or that district, or this 
or that particular class of Government 
servants. In the debate of a year ago 
he was accused of having lectured the 
House. It was said that every Financial 
Secretary had lectured the House and 
always would do so. Possibly his 
speech was somewhat open to that charge, | 
but he certainly had no intention of | 
lecturing the House, and it was not his | 
wish to do so to-day. At the same time, | 
with all due respect, he would venture | 
to call attention to two occurrences in the | 
present session. Possibly of all the) 
Estimates, Class I. was the section most | 
capable of being considered in its) 
minutest details. There were many | 
matters dealt with in that class to which | 
it would have been the wish of the House | 
to devote careful and minute inquiry. | 
But the Government were pressed to put | 
down the House of Commons Vote first. | 
Two hours of the afternoon were occupied | 
in a discussion mainly concerned with the | 
comforts and conveniences of Members, | 
and if it had not been for the timely | 
intervention of one of the Members for 
Islington the whole of the afternoon | 
might have been devoted to that topic. 
He was not at all sure that he ought not 
to congratulate the noble Lord who was 
in charge of the Vote upon the fact that 
the net result of the debate was a promise | 
to look into the question of telephonic | 
communication between the House of | 
Commons and Westminster Hospital, | 
and into the advisability of providing a | 
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swing door in some portion of the House. 
Speaking as the representative of the 
Treasury, he thought they got off very 
cheaply on that occasion. The second 
detate to which he wished to refer took 
place on Wednesday last, when he was 
absolutely alone in endeavouring to press 
upon the House that what they were 
doing might create a fresh charge upou 
the Exchequer. A fair case for inquiry 
was made out by hon. Members from 
Ireland in reference to art accommodation 
in Dublin, but he was certainly surprised 
at the somewhat vigorous assistance— 
whether altogether in favour of art or in 
anticipation of favours to come he could 
not say—rendered to Irish representa- 
tives by hon. Members for Scotch con- 
stituencies, and he looked in vain for 
support from those quarters in which 
were generally found certain critics of 
the national expenditure. Whatever the 
result of the promised inquiry might be, 
he hoped Irish and Scottish representa- 
tives would not be altogether unmindful 
of the possible dangers arising frem extra 
expenditure. 


52) 


He wished to put before the House some 
figures connected with expenditure, and 
although they would probably fail to 
satisfy the House, he hoped they might 
do some good. He would go back ten 
years, not only because it was convenient, 
but because it also coincided with that 
moment which possibly hen. Gentlemen 
opposite regarded as the inauguration of 
everything that was bad in expenditure 
and administration. Omitting the Army 
and Navy and comparing the total Esti- 
mates of the Budget Services for 1895-6 
with the Estimates presented this year, 
there had been an increase during that 
period of £21,500,000. That increase was 
made up roughly as follows :—xervice 
of the Debt, £3,000,000 ; Civil Services, 
£9,000,000; Postal and Revenue Services, 
£6,000,000; and Local Taxation Relief, 
£3,500,000. He would not go at any 


great length into the details of the 
figures he had referred to. There 
were, however, two or three items 


of interest. For instance, there was an 
increase on works and buildings of 
£850,000, and of this total £235,000 was in 
respect of Revenue Buildings and £210,000 
for rates. He thought it only right to 


point out to the House that much of the 
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increased expenditure for the Revenue | 
Services included the Postal and Telegraph | 
Services, and much of that had been 
incurred for the convenience of the 
public. They nevertheless continued to 
derive considerable income from the 
Postal Services as a whole. During the 
last two or three years the expenditure 
upon public buildings had shown a con- 
siderable rise. The reason for this was 
that in this respect much economy was 
practised during the war, and it was felt 
most undesirable that they should con- 
tinue to diminish this expenditure after 
the war wasover. Obviously they should 
endeavour to make up those arrears as 
much as possikle, and consequently they 
had for the last two or three years had to 
place on the Estimates heavier sums for 
this purpose. He scarcely liked to 
venture to hold out any hopes of economy, 
but he believed that his right hon. friend 
the Postmaster-General would be able, 
when the arrears had been caught up. to 
discontinue this heavy expenditure, or 
at any rate would not continue it at such 
a rate. There was another item which 
had shown an alarming increase during 
the last ten years, and that was in regard 
to the rates paid upon Government 
property, which showed an increase of 
£210,000. A Question had been asked 
which implied that there was a chance of 
still further demands being placed upon 
the Imperial Exchequer in this respect, but 
he would advise the House not to make 
any departure from their present system. 


There had been an increase in Class II. of 
the Estimates of £600,000; it was perfectly 
well known and admitted that with the 
continual growth of population they must 
expect to see the cost of civil adminis- 
tration increased. He was afraid it was 
not possible to deny that that would 
always be the case, but the greater part 
of this increase was due to carrying out 
those obligations which had been placed 
upon the various Departments of the 
State by the action of the House. He did 
not complair of this, and he had no right 
to complain. Great improvement had 
been made in regard to the supervision 
of dangerous occupations under the Local 
Government Board, the Board of Trade, 
and the Home Office, but they had had 
to appoint a number of additional in- 
Spectors to deal with very important | 
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matters concerning the lives of the people, 
conditions of labour, and the actual con- 
ditions of employment of almost every 
class of the community. If there was 
that continuous and continual desire 
expressed on the floor of the House and 
constant pressure put upon the heads 
of Departments that still more should be 
done in those directions, then it was 
almost impossible to venture to hope 
for any reduction in expenditure upon 
those heads. He did not complain of 
the action of the House in those matters, 
because he believed that such expendi- 
ture was justified; but when they 
insisted that there should be more 
inspection, and that more protection 
should be given in those various direc- 
tions, then they were not justified in 
complaining when they had to pay for 
those services. 


With regard to the total increase in 
the cost of the Civil Services, during 
the ten years under review more 
than two-thirds of the total increase 
was due to education. The expenditure 
upon Class IV. during the vear 1895-6 
was £10,250,000. In the year 1905-6 
this expenditure had been estimated at 
over £16,250,000, and of the whole of 
that increase the Education Vote was 
responsible for £5,963,000, or practically 
the whole of the increase. He was aware 
that he was now raising questions which 
had been bitterly fought out upon the 
floor of this House, but he had never 
yet heard that there was any likelihood 
of suggestions being made to diminish 
the contribution which they were now 
making towards education. The ten- 
dency was rather in the direction 
that the State should bear still further 
expenditure in regard to education. 
He did not know whether the House fully 
realised the burden which education 
was now placing upon the taxpayers 
of this country, but at the present 
moment, as he had already stated, the 
direct tendency was in the direction of 
attempting to place a still bigger share 
of the burden of education upon the 
Imperial Exchequer rather than upon the 
local authorities. He wished to remind 
the House that in consequence of the 
generally expressed feeling both inside 
and outside of the House of Commons 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
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increased the grants to the University | 


colleges to £100,000. That was a Vote 
which would probably come up for 
discussion, for there were several hon. 
and right hon. Gentlemen anxious to 
have that Vote put down for considera- 
tion, as they desired to discuss it on broad 
principles. 


He thought it would perhaps be a 
source of satisfaction to the House if 
he stated that he thought they were 
beginning to see signs of the various 
protectorates demanding less assistance 
from the Imperial Exchequer than they 
had in the past, and he hoped that 
the day was not very far distant when 
they would be self-supporting. In the 
statement he had made he had not taken 
into account the benefits which those 
Protectorates abroad might confer upon 
British trade and commerce as a whole ; 
the great interest which had lately been 
developed in Lancashire with reference 
to certain of those protectorates was well 
known and admitted by all, and although 
they had in times past incurred very 
heavy expenditure in many of these 
directions, he thought they were now 
able to show some justification for their 
policy in that respect. 


Referring to the Revenue Departments, 
he said that the cost of the Customs and 
the Inland Revenue had increased in ten 
years by £468,000, but in the meantime 
the revenue had increased by more than 
£36,000,000. He thought, therefore, he 
was justified in saying that the additional 
cost was most minute. He knew that 
in many quarters of the House, and also 
outside, there had been a strong feeling 
that the conditions in the Departments 
of Customs and Inland Revenue were not 
fair and that they required consideration. 
He knew how much depended on the 
smooth working of those Departments 
in connection with the collection of the 
very large amounts which passed through 
their hands. Any representations made 
to him would, of course, receive at his 
hand, as they had always received at the 
hands of his predecessors, the most care- 
ful and the most thorough investigation. 
He wished with all respect to place before 
the House a consideration which he 
thought they were sometimes inclined to 
overlook. The country was fortunate 
in these services in possessing men who 
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desired to do their work, and who did it 


admirably. At the same time the 
matter must be regarded as one of 
business, and the remuneration paid to 
the staff must be regarded not so much 
in respect of what was due to the in- 
dividuals themselves, but as to what 
ought properly to be paid for the work 
which had to be done. He should not like 
to state absolutely, but he could not help 
feeling that in certain of the Depart- 
ments the conditions which had hitherto 
prevailed had been the means of attract- 
ing to those services individuals who 
possibly in many respects were rather 
too good for the work which they had to 
do. While they were fortunate in having 
the services of those men, he thought 
he could at the same time without fear 
of contradiction lay down as a principle 
that in that House they must have the 
scale of remuneration on the actual class 
of the work that had to be done. He 
appealed to hon. Gentlemea who had 
interested and were interesting them- 
selves in these matters that they should 
bear this consideration in view. No 
doubt there would be further opportun- 
ities during the session for the discussion 
of these matters more in detail. He 
should like to take this opportunity of 
thanking many hon. Members for their 
courtesy in bringing these matters before: 
him without raising them in a con- 
troversial way in the House. He thought 
these matters were far better settled 
outside the#House. 


The only other matter to ;which he 
wished to call attention was the Post 
Office. In the period of review the Post 
Office Votes had increased by £5,787.000, 
while the postal and telegraph revenue 
had increased by £6,330,000. There 
was thus still a net slight additional 
revenue derived from the Post Office. 
But there again the expenditure 
had been considerably _ increased 
by concessions which had __ recently 
been made to Post Office employees 
and which he understood were. still 
likely to be the subject of further con- 
sideration when brought before the 
House. In the course of the past ten 
years the larger portion of the increase 
of £21,000,000 in the Civil Service ex- 
penditure had been due to the Postal 
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the same time been the means of in- 
creasing the revenue of the country by 
a still larger proportion. That increased 
expenditure had been incurred to carry 
out the policy which had been adopted 
by the House. 


There were two considerations which 
they ought to bear in mind in judg- 
ing whether this expenditure was 
necessary or not. It was very easy 
to look at totals and make comparisons 
with the figures of five, ten, or twenty 
years ago, and then say that the expendi- 
ture had gone up, but the two questions 
which he should ask were, first: Is the 
country able and willing to bear the 
burden ? and, second: Are we getting 
value for our money? On hardly any 
occasion had the debates in the House 
tended to show that the country had been 
unable to bear the burden, or that the 
people had been unwilling to make the 
sacrifices they had been called upon to 
make. He did not suppose the present 
House of Commons would determine, 
but if any future House of Commons 
should determine that economy was the 
sole object of its existence, and should 
be content with what might be called the 
harest necessities of government, it 
would be perfectly possible and easy for 
any Cabinet or Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer to make very serious reductions 
inexpenditure. Nothing was easier than 
by a stroke of the pen to take off grants 
of one kind and another. He had seen 
opportunities ot making very drastic and 
considerable reductions in the amounts 
given to societies which came under the 
head of scientific investigation. He was 
hound to say that at the present moment 
there was nothing filled the Treasury 
with greater alarm than the approach of 
men of science and men of art. If neces- 
sary very serious and far-reaching reduc- 
tions, almost with the stroke of the pen, 
could be made, but he should be very 
much surprised if for a long time to come 
the House of Commons were to adopt a 
policy of that nature. If the Govern- 
ment attempted to do so he was bound 
to say that he should not be envious of 
those who were responsible for such a 
policy. He thought he could with justi- 
fication claim that although the expendi- 
ture was heavy—he did not deny that 
the expenditure was heavy—there was 
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nothing to prove that the country was 
not able to bear the burden, or that we 
were not getting value for our money. 
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Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) con- 
gratulated the hon. Gentleman on the 
review he had given of certain branches 
of expenditure which might otherwise 
have been overlooked. Having had some 
little experience in meeting the heads of 
the Customs during the past few years 
he could heartily second the remarks 
of the hon. Gentleman in regard to the 
excellent services rendered by them. 
He did not think the House really ap- 
preciated the great efforts made at the 
Custom House, and also by the Inland 
Revenue Department to make the duties 
of these offices work smoothly with the 
traders of the country, who were ina great 
measure dependent on the facilities they 
gave. The testimony borne by the hon. 
Gentleman to the excellent manner in 
which their duties were discharged were 
fully deserved. 


The hon. Gentleman had told those 
who had been grumbling at the national 
expenditure that so far as the Civil 
Service was concerned there had only been 
an increase in ten years of £21,500,000. 
Of that sum £9,000,000 might be traced 
to questions over which the Revenue 
Departments had no control whatever, 
and £3,000,000 were for the service of 
the Debt. The Debt had been increased 
by the Imperial statesmen who had 
adopted such a high-flying policy in 
recent years. The £6,000,000 at the 
Post Office was really not an in- 
crease of expenditure at all. It had 
proved to be profitable outlay. If they 
took off these £9,000,000 they found 
that there had only been an increase of 
about £12,000,000 on the Civil Service 
expenditure. Of the £12,000,000 there 
might be traced to education £6,000,000. 
The hon. Gentleman had said that 
no one had dared to object to the ex- 
penditure on education. He supposed 
the hon. Gentleman did not take 
notice of the remarks which a humble 
individual like himself made from time 
to time. He did not think there was 
anything sacred in the expenditure on 
education. There was no connection 
between a good and effective system 
of education and the huge expenditure 
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which had been made upon education in 
the extravagant period they were passing 
through. The expenditure on educa- 
tion required to be surveyed as closely 
as any other branch of expenditure. 
There were six Education Acts and it 
was not at all certain that our system 
of national education was improved 
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according to the increased expenditure | 
| had drawn between the various kinds of 


upon it. 


The hon. Member opposite had said 
that the nation was quite satisfied with 
the present condition of affairs, but 
that if expenditure was to be re- 
duced that might be done by striking 
off some of the grants to Universities. 
That would not be at all easy to do 
without causing great inconvenience. 
It was when the grants were being given 


the cruelty arose from setting up ex | by the hon. Gentleman who had just sat 


penditure in the first instance which the 
country really did not want. He quite 
agreed with reducing expenditure which 
would cause as little suffering as possible, 
That might be 
reducing the Government establishments 
but by reducing the amount of work 
done in outside yards. The Government 
itself was toa large extent responsible for 
the men whom it employed, and there 
should not be the amount of fluctuation 
of employment that had sometimes been 
the case and which had caused much 
suffering. The hon. Gentleman had asked 
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human, and liable to err. What value 
were we getting for the stones in the 
forts which were rotting on the Surrey 


Hills ? 


As to the extraordinary growth 
of the public debt, he joined with those 
who protested against the distinction 
which the Chancellor of the Exchequer 


What was the use of speaking of 
dead-weight debt, and unfunded debt 
and capital liability debt? All these 
accounts were kept open to bamboozle 
the House and puzzle the country. If 
hon. Members would only look at the 
black figures in the Annual Return of 


| debt there would be much less confusion. 


He was glad that there had heen no 


: | attempt to introduce a Party bias into this 
that care should be exercised, because | 


debate so far, unless it might have been 


|down, who gave credit to the Liberals 
‘for what they had done te reduce the 


|The 


accomplished not by | 


national indebtedness in former times. 
Return showed that the _ total 
amount of the Unfunded Debt when the 
Liberals were in power was £10,000,000, 


| while to-day it was £72,000,000. That 
|was what had been done by a Tory 


Government in ten years. The capital 


liability debt was only £4,000,000 ten 


years ago; now it amounted to 
£42.000,000. That was a bad _ record 


for those responsible for the finances of 


| the 


whether the country was satisfied that for | 
this expenditure good value was got for | 


the money, and had answered that the 
country was satisfied. 
over the country at elections, and found 
the greatest dissatisfaction with the 
current extravagant expenditure ; 
he ventured to say that no Government 
ever made a greater mistake than in 
imagining the country was satisfied. 
The country was thoroughly dissatisfied, 
and was resolved on the reduction of 
expenditure. 
getting value for its money, look at the 
Return just issued, which showed that 
£248,000 worth of stores were destroyed 
in South Africa, and at all the revelations 
made connected with the war. Again, 
millions had been wasted on the fortifica- 
tions of London. The Prime Minister 
himself had admitted that the other day ; 
and his only excuse was that men were 


Mr, Lough. 


and | 


He had been all | 


country in the meantime. For 
the past six years the Debt had been 
steadily increasing with the exception 
of last year, when there was a reduction 
of £3,000,000; but that was accounted 


‘for by the money received from the 


Transvaal. No attempt had been made 
to see that the country paid its way. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer had 


| made a statement in which there was an 


| adumbration 


to what would take 
He believed that both 


as 
place next year. 


/this year and next the indebtedness of 


Then, as to the country | 





the nation would continue to rise. That 
was a most serious condition of affairs 
which no Government had ever neglected 
until the present ; and unless the Govern- 
ment grappled with the difficulties of 
finance they ought to make way for 
another which weuld do so. Of course 
this was a matter which reflected more 
on previous Chancellors of the Exchequer 
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than the hon. Gentleman now on the | 
Treasury Bench. 


; ; | 
He wished to call attention to the way | 


in which the growth of the Debt had been | 
excused in debate in recent years. He | 
held in his hand the last three 
Budget speeches made by the respective 
Chancellors of the Exchequer. The first 
was Ly the right hon. Member for Croydon, 
In dealing with the Debt the right hon. 
Gentleman made out a splendid case for 
reduction of debt and for economy of | 
expenditure. He said that the Sinking 
Fund would be nearly £7,000,000 more, 
and went on to show that the Sinking 
Fund presented a larger proportion to 
the whole debt of the country than in 
any previous year; and he calculated 
that by March, 1908, it would amount to 
neatly £9,000,000 more. And the right 
hon. Gentleman wound vp by saying 
that if the Debt was not added to, the 
whole charge for this gigantic debt would 
be swept away in fifty years. Now, not a 
penny of that debt had been reduced. 
It was larger now than when the right 
hon. Gentleman spoke. Then the present 
Chancellor of the Exchequer a year 
ago in his financial statement said that 
the Debt would be reduced in the course 
of the year by £5,600,000, but the Debt 
had not been reduced at all, as was shown | 
by the black figures in the Return issued | 
the day before. This year the Chancellor | 
of the Exchequer said that there bad been | 
a total reduction of the dead-weight debt 
in the course of twelve months to the 
amount of £7,500,000. There would, | 
however, not be a penny of reduction, | 
but £2,000,000 would be added. All this 
language about reduction of debt ovght | 
to be excluded from Budget speeches if 
there was to be no reduction at all. 


He wanted to explain to the House how | 
the nation was puzzled, if not disgusted. 
At the beginning of the session speeches 
were made by the Chancellor of the Ex. | 
chequer, but they had great difficulty in 
finding out what the borrowings would 
amount to on the capital account. All 
they now knew was that there would 
be no real reduction of debt this year. 
The matter was becoming very serious | 
and he thought it was time some | 
step was taken. What was the reason 
that better control could not be obtained | 
by the House over the finances of the | 


| the nation could afford. 


'for the 


‘admit that 
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nation? He thought that in the first 
place the responsibility rested with the 


Treasury and mainly with the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer himself. He 


| must say, however, that the position of the 
| Treasury among the Departments of the 
State was not what it used to be a few 


years ago. He would venture to remind 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer that 
he was not a mere cashier to find the 
money for his colleagues’ extravagant 
projects. It was not his duty to go 
round the Departments, cap in hand, as it 
were, and say, ‘“‘ What do you want ?”’ It 
was his business to keep down the ex- 
penditure of the country. The Treasury 
had been in years gone by the most 
autocratic controller of every Depart- 
ment, and it had been given this control 
in order that the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer might exercise it. He should 
not invite claims, but should inform the 
Departments that there was the necessity 
for rigid economy, and enforce it by 
preparing the Estimates in a way which 
In the past they 
had had Chancellors of the Exchequer 
who recognised that that was the reason 
peculiar constitution of the 


Treasury. That was why it could go 


|into all the other Departments, do what 


it liked, and exercise a firm control. 
Therefore he thought the Treasury ought 
to make itself the mouthpiece of the 
sentiment of economy so as to check 
extravagant Votes. He was willing to 
the country had had an 
extravagant fit; at the time of the war 
he had protested against the expenditure, 


| but at that time those who did so were 
|in a minority. 


Now, however, they 


| were in a majority and everybody thought 


with them. Every improvement in the 


price of the Funds seemed now to pass 


away rapidly. At the time the right hon. 
Gentleman introduced his Budget things 
looked better in the City and Consols 
went up two or three points. He did 
not know whether it was the consequence 
of the Chancellor of the HExchequer’s 
loan, but now things had got gloomy 
again. Consols were down, high- 


| class securities had declined in value, 


and a spirit of fear and caution prevailed, 
the same as they had had to deal with in 
former times. The reason was that the 
nation was not satisfied that we were 
meeting our obligations. 
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The question was, How were we to| would try to pick up some of the good 
get back into a better state of affairs ? | traditions of its predecessors. 
‘There was only one answer that he 
could give to that question, and that} Sir JOHN GORST (Cambridge Uni- 
was that expenditure must be reduced | versity) said he confessed that as he 
to a degree of which he recognised | listened to the most interesting speech 
no sign on the part of the Chancellor | of the Prime Minister he was quite unable 
of the Exchequer or the other members| to reconcile his statement with the 
of the Government up to the present time. | demands which the Chancellor of the Ex- 
He was glad that there had been some | chequer had made upon the taxpayer, 
reduction in the Navy, but it was not, | and ever since in thinking of this subject 
in his opinion, sufficient. He thought | he had been continually saying to him- 
the naval expenditure should be reduced | self: What is the necessity for the 
down to £25,000,000, and that there | British taxpayer to bear the great burden 
should be a corresponding reduction in the | which is put upon his back. He wanted 
Army Estimates. There was one aspect | to address the House upon that speech 
in Army expenditure which the Chan-/|of the Prime Minister in the hope of 
cellor of the Exchequer might deal with. | getting from the Chancellor of the Ex- 
That was the huge expenditure upon | chequer some explanation of the apparent 
our Colonies and upon foreign countries. | discrepancy between the statement of 
In Egypt quite unnecessarily large | the First Lord of the Treasury and the 
amounts were paid. It was true that | clauses of the Finance Bill. The state- 
Egypt paid us £100,000 for military ser- | ment made by the Prime Minister was not 
vices. Why, then, should not the expendi- | a mere speech upon a large national 
ture be restricted to that amount?) position. It was a statement arrived 
The military cost in regard to Malta | at after taking the advice of the greatest 
was £800,000, and he did not see why | and best naval and military experts which 
that should not be reduced to £250,000. | the country possessed, and it represented 
The garrisons abroad in other places | the deliberate policy of the British Gov- 
might, he considered, be reduced by! ernment upon the subject of national 
half the amount which they at present | defence, a policy known to and adopted by 
cost ? There were £6,000,000 spent in | every member of the present Cabinet, 
this way, and in his judgment the sum | and announced to the nation and to the 
could be reduced to £2,500,000 or | world at large as the fixed determination 
£3,000,000. He also thought they ought | of the British Government. One of the 
to listen to the appeals which the Secre- | most striking parts of that declara- 
tary of the Treasury had made to them, | tion dealt with the impossibility of the 
and that they ought to endeavour, with- | invasion of this country. That subject 
out causing any suffering to anyone, | was not new to the House of Commons 
to assist the reduction of the national | because it had been dwelt upon by the 
expenditure by declining to force new | Secretary of State for War in proposing 
enterprises upon the Government. The/| the Army Estimates, but it was stated, 
moral of this story lay in the fact that | of course, by the Prime Minister with 
the Debt was not being reduced. How | much greater authority and much greater 
could the Government say that the nation | weight. And he supposed that they 
was going on well if it was not paying | might take it as the deliberate opinion 
its debts ? He observed that the Prime | of the British Government, with access 
Minister, when he spoke about national |to all the expert advice and all the 
defence, never spoke about our greatest | knowledge which was possessed by the 
national defence, that was the feeling of | Members of the House or by the nation 
at large, that they might be satisfied that 
the country could not be invaded. ‘The 











the capacity we had for, and our ability 


to incur, large expenditure if necessary. | ”. : 
ate witli: ' ~, | view which was put before the country by 
The Government by their policy had ; SPM 
: ; : f LR the Government twenty years ago in the 
driven this country out of the position | Army Estimates was that it was supposed 
that it had occupied in those respects, | to be necessary to make provision for 
and he trusted that if the Administration | some possibility at least of the invasion of 
meant to remain in office much longer it | this country, and therefore the discovery 
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and the determination that such an in- 
yasion was impossible ought to lead to a 
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reduction of Army expenditure from | 
that expenditure which they all thought | 


and which the Government told them was 
essential twenty years ago. 


The second remarkable statement made 
by the Prime Minister was one made in 
direct contradiction to what had previously 
been stated to Parliament by the Secretary 
of State for War when that right hon. 
Gentleman was defending the increase of 
Army expenditure notwithstanding the 
opinion which he and the Government had 
formed as to the impossibility of invasion. 
The Secretary of State for War based 
his statement upon the necessity of being 
ready immediately to defend the frontiers 
of India against possible incursions by 
some other Power. He mentioned Russia, 
which, of course, was the only Power which 
could attack us in that part of the world. 
He had listened to the statement of the 
Secretary of State for War with very great 
astonishment because twenty years ago 
he had the honour of holding the office 
of Under-Secretary for India, and he was 
quite familiar with the military opinion 
on the defence of the frontiers of India 
which then prevailed. He did not like 
to intervene in the debate because he 
thought he might make a fool of himself, 


and that matters might have been dis- | 


covered in recent years which changed 
the situation, or that military opinion 
had altered, and that if he were to attack 
the Secretary of State for War on the 
subject he ran the risk of placing himself 
in the position of an ignorant Member of 
Parliament who was not qualified to speak 
on the subject. 


contradicted the statement of the Minister 
for War, but actually announced as the 


fixed, the stable policy of the British | 


| to it. 


But what was his amaze- | 
ment when the Prime Minister not only 


Government the opinion held by military 


authorities twenty years ago, namely, 
that it was impossible for Russia or any 
other Power to make an attack upon the 
Indian frontier until they had constructed 
railways through Afghanistan. 
the two Empires there was the wild and 
inhospitable country of Afghanistan, and 
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to be made. At one time there was a 
proposal to construct a railway to Kanda- 
har, but it was abandoned because Abdur- 
rahman, a very wise ruler, objected 
On the other hand there was no 
reason to suppose that Afghanistan 
would be more complaisant to Russia. 
Russia could not make the railway to 
Herat without incurring the deadly 
hostility of Afghanistan. The moral 
which the Prime Minister drew was that 
there was no hurry at the present moment 
about the advance on the Indian frontier, 
and that there was no need this year to 
get up a great force in order to reinforce 
the troops on the frontier of India. 4 


Mr AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : Does 
the right hon. Gentleman remember the 
Prime Minister’s statement as to the 
reinforcements which would be required 
in the first year of a war ? 


Sir JOHN GORST said he quite 
remembered the Prime Minister’s words, 
but he did not think that Russia for many 
years to come would think of making an 
attack upon India. They did not know 
how long the present war might go on, 
but no attack on the part of Russia, to 
whom he did not impute any intention 
to make one, could be made until the pre- 
sent struggle was over and until Russia 
had somewhat recovered its finances 
and its strength after the terrible con- 
flict in which she was at present engaged. 
Under th. se circumstances there was no 
hurry to make preparations for a struggle 
on the North-West Frontier of India, and 
he asked whether, if that was so, there 
really was any necessity for this 
increased military expenditure? Just 
contrast the condition of things twenty 
years ago and the condition of things 
now. Twenty years ago we thought 
that we were liable to invasion and had 
to make some provision against it. We 


'also held the same views upon the pro- 


Between | 


no force could cross to attack the Indian | 
frontier unless railways were first made | 
in that country. The Ameer in former | greater than it was twenty years ago..,We 
days was very reluctant to allow railways | had the largest military expenditure of 
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tection of the Indian frontier that 
occurred in the Prime Minister’s state- 
ment. Now, therefore, when we were 
in consequence of those views relieved 
from the necessity of keeping an Army 
at home in order to protect our country, 
our military expenditure was enormously 
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any nation in the world, except Russia. If 
any steps were to be taken against our 
great dependency of India they could not 
be initiated until preliminary works had 
been completed which it would take years 
to construct. In view of the se facts what 
he wanted the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer to tell them was on what ground, 
after the Defence Committee had come 
to the conclusions which were announced 
last week, the expenditure on the Army 
had been increased. He quite agreed 
that it was necessary for us to keep 
a great and powerful leet, but if it was 
possible to diminish the expenditure 
on that Fleet during the current year 
by a sum of not less than £3,500,000, 
when they turned to the Army he should 
have thought that there would have been 
a still greater reduction there because 
there economy would appear to be more 
easy than in the Navy. But they found 
that so far from there being a decrease 
there was actually an increase in Army 
expenditure, and as a humble rate- 
payer he could not conceive why after 
the statement made by the Government. 
after consultation with the Imperial 
Committee of Defence, there should be 
an increase on the Army, which was 
defended by the War Minister on grounds 
which were diametrically opposed to 
the statement of the Prime Minister. 


Str ROBERT REID (Dumfries Burghs) 
said he was glad that the right hon. 
Gentleman had, as a conspicuous Member 
on the Ministerial side of the House, to- 
gether with the hon. Member for King’s 
Lynn, drawn attention to the necessity for 
a great reduction of expenditure, especi- 
ally as regarded the Army. This 
debate, as he had said on other occasions 
during the last year or two, was rather 
conspicuous for the absence of financial 
experts. Of course Sir William Har- 
court was no longer with them, but they 
had the right hon. Member for Croydon, 
who had just left the House, and his 
predecessor the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Bristol, who year in and 
year out constantly complained of the 
growing weight of expenditure. The 
latter right hon. Gentleman had, how- 
ever, never insisted upon his wishes 
being?carried into effect but he was very 


sorry the right hon. Gentleman had not 


Sir John Gorst. 
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than the other experts had, any sug- 
gestion of how the enormous burdens of 
of this country might be diminished. As 
to the speech of the Secretary for the 
Treasury, although it was perfectly 
true that he suggested one or two com- 
paratively small economies, and although 
he urged with great propriety how wrong 
it was for Members of Parliament to put 
pressure on behalf of their constitutents 
against any reduction of public works 
or expenditure, yet he did not suggest 
any way by which that expenditure 
might be diminished and he did not 


express any wish that it should be 
diminished. The hon. Gentleman 
said that the country was __ per. 


fectly able to bear the weight of the 
expenditure and perfectly willing to do 
so, and if they were to look upon the 
hon. Gentleman as an exponent of the 
policy of the Government it was manifest 
that there was no desire on their part 
to reduce this burden, and that there was 
no necessity either for themselves or any 
other Government to undertake that 
task. If that was their opinion all he 
could say was that they were living in 
a fool’s paradise; he believed _ that 
there was a very strong feeling amongst 
people of all shades of political opinion 
that it was impossible with safety to go on 
at the present rate of expenditure, and 
that some method of reduction would 
have to be found or else the country would 
get into serious difficulty. If the experts 
did not assist them he supposed that men 
of business and common-sense might be 
allowed to offer a few remarks as to 
the way in which expenditure might 
be reduced. 


The hon. Member for King’s Lynn had 
pointed out, and his observations had been 
endorsed more than once by the findings of 
the Committee, that a good deal might be 
done by a more adequate control by the 
House of Commons over the expenditure 
of the country. It was impossible to 
pretend that they had any control now; 
they had accounts put before them ina 
form wnich no business firm would 
tolerate for a moment. When discus- 
sions arose with reference to finance he 
distrusted the use of expressions such 
as “dead-weight debt,’ which really 
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concealed the facts of the case, al- 
though he did not accuse the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer of wishing to do so. 
Whatever their meaning they only had 
the effect of concealing from the House 
and the public the real extent of the 
burdens of the country. As a matter 
of fact the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
in his Budget speech had never explained 
that last year the total liabilities of the 
country had been increased instead 
of diminished, notwithstanding the fact 
that so many millions a year out of the 
Sinking Fund was paid for the service 
of the National Debt. There ought 
to be clearer accounts, and he thought 
there ought also to be an examination 
in Committee of the particulars of the 
Estimates as was recommended by the 
hon. Member for King’s Lynn. 
a Committee, however, should not merely 
sit and take one class of Estimate each 
year, but there should be a constant 
and regular service of Members all through 
the year for the purpose of examining 
the {stimates and of calling persons 
before them to explain them. He be- 
lieved that a great deal might be done in 
that way. But the House should never 
lose sight of the fact that, after all, policy 
governed expenditure, and unless there 
was a change of policy there would never 
be any substantial diminution of ex- 
penditure. 


r 


There were three great heads of expendi- 
ture. According to the Annual Return 
of Revenue and Expenditure issued 
in July last, during the ten years pre- 
ceding that Return, Civil Service Esti- 
mates increased by about 45 per cent., 
a great part of which was for education. 


| 


Such | 


He was not at all satisfied that con- | 
siderable reductions might not be made | 


in the Civil Service Estimates, to which 
alone the Secretary to the Treasury 
referred that afternoon. Then came the 
service of the National Debt, which had 


an iacrease of 15 per cent. due to the enor- 
mous increase in the National 
itself. The third head was naval and 
military expenditure, which had gone up 
from £35,000,000 to £71,00,009, 
increase of more than 10) per cent. 
That £71,000,000 did not at all represent 
the present naval and military expendi- 
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pamphlet of the hon. Member for King’s 
Lynn, but he was content to take tie 
figure given in the Treasury Return, 
from which it appeared that there had 
been an increase of over 100 per cent. in 
ten years. That was the caus: of the ex- 
penditure, and until they were pre ared to 
cut down those Estimates courageously 
and thoroughly there would never be 
any great improvement in the finances 
of the country. In 1895 the home Army 
consisted of 116,000 men; this year 
156,000 had been voted. The force in 
India remained substantially the same, 
but the colonial forces had increased from 
37,00) to 61,000. As the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Cambridge 
University had pointedout with unanswer- 
able force, this increase in expenditure 
was wholly inconsistent with the Prime 
Minister’s recent speech on Impzria! 
Defence. Personally, he was not sure 


| that the Prime Minister did not take too 


singuine a view as to the actual number 
of men necessary to resist invasion, but if 
his estimate was anything like accurate 
it was obvious that we were maintaining 
a large force at home not for our own 
protection, but exclusively for parts of the 
Empire which, with the exception of 
India, provided very little for themselves. 

So, too, in regard to the Navy. The 
Navy was required in its present strength 


not for our own defence, but mainly for 
‘the defence of outlying parts of the 


British dominions, and also for the de- 
fence of the commerce common to us ant 
to them, and of which one-fourth had no 


direct relation with the United Kingdom 


at all, but was simply either imter- 
colonial or between the Colonies and 
foreign countries, And yet, although this 
was the case, the whole of the burden 
was being placed upon the shoulders of 
the British taxpayer. He desired to see 


| that burden removed, first, in the interest 
_and for the protection of our own people, 
,and, secondly, because he was satisfied, 
increased from £25,000,000 to £28,750,000, | 


Debt | 


| 


| 





an | of that burden. 


as the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for West Birmingham stated at the 
Colonial Conference, that the people of 
this country would not be content in- 
detinitely to continue to bear the whole 
It would disgust them 
with the great inheritance into which 
they had come, and the more they were 
caused to suffer real privation and sacri- 


ture, as was shown in the admirable | fice in the matter of health and in other 


U2 








539 Finance 
respects, the zeal for Imperial greatness 
would wane instead of wax. He sub- 
mitted that the policy of the country 
ought to be altered, and that the self- 


governing Colonies and other dependencies | 
should do more than at present to pro- | 
There | 


vide for their own protection. 
were places such as Malta, Gibraltar, 
Hong-Kong, and Egypt from which the 
garrison could not be wholly withdrawn, 
but be felt that it was incumbent upon 
the Government to reduce the number of 
British garrisons maintained in Colonies 
and dependencies of the Crown to the 
scale which obtained ten years ago. It 
was more difficult to suggest reductions 
in the Navy than in the Army. A re- 
duction, however, had been this year 
undertaken, and he thought that that 
policy ought to be © still further 
continued. He held it to be the duty 
of the Government to place itself in 
communication with other Powers with 
a view to securing some contemporaneous 
reduction or cessation in new building 
by common consent. There was one 
argument which might be used very 
effectively. The United States of 
America had always advocated that 
private property at sea should be exempt 


from capture, and if that proposal were | 


agreed to one of the greatest inducements 
to foreign nations to maintain large 
navies would disappear. To 


Navy was indispensable, but for them 
the necessity was not so great except for 
the purpose of protecting their com- 
merce. 
discuss that matter more fully, but the 


United States had always advocated | 


that policy, and at different times it 


had received the support of Russia, | 


Austria, Prussia, Italy, and practically 


every considerable Power in the world | 


except France and Great Britain. The 
suggestion was now being urged with great 
force by President Roosevelt. In any 
case the proposal deserved full considera- 
tion, and might lead to a large simultane- 
ous reduction of armaments among the 
nations of Europe. 
of the House constantly to urge the 
necessity for reductions in expenditure, 
and he was confident that although 
proposals now put forward might not 
meet with general acceptance, yet in any 
new Parliament, no matter what its 


Sir Robert Reid. 
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country, owing to its position, a large | 


It would not be in order to | 


It was the duty | 
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|political complexion might be, nothing 
would be more strongly insisted upon 
|than a reduction of the burdens borne by 
‘the people of this country. 


*Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON (Middle- 
sex, Kaling) said the hon. and learned 
/Member opposite had suggested that 
' Members of experience should contribute 
their views as to the best method for 
checking the ever-increasing national 
expenditure, which everybody in the 
House regarded with apprehension. In 
response to that invitation he would 


venture to make a suggestion to the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. After 


long experience of the modern system 
of finance in India, and of the working 
of our own financial system as a member 
of the Cabinet, he unhesitatingly said 
that the machinery which the Secretary 
of State and the Viceroy of India had at 
their command was far more effectual 
in supervising and checking expenditure 
than the machinery at the disposal of the 
financial authorities in this country. 
He remembered the time when the most 
gloomy anticipations were indulged in 
as to the future of Indian finance ; re- 
ference was made to the absence of 
representative people from the Govern- 
ment of India, and to the fact that military 
/men were strongly represented, and it 
was confidently prophesied that ex- 
penditure would rapidly increase beyond 
the capacity of the Indian Exchequer 
‘to bear it. It was a curious thing that 
during the past ten years India, not- 
withstanding all its difficulties, had 
| been able continuously to reduce its 


'taxation, while in this country, the 
j;home of representative institutions, 
taxation had been continuously in 
‘creased. In India the Secretary ot 


State and the Viceroy had two very 
efficient instruments for supervising and 
checking expenditure. The first was the 
Finance Council, which was always i 
session, and had to do with all parts oi 
expenditure, and was therefore able te 
| give an opinion upon any fresh proposals 
for expenditure; the second was the 
fact that in the Government of India 
itself practically all the members were 
throughly acquainted with their work, 
| and the Viceroy had at his dis: 
| posal a Committee which was always 
lable thoroughly to investigate proposals 


| 
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for fresh expenditure and to knock off 
any existing expenditure which might 
beunnecessary. There was no machinery 
of that kind in this country. 


The hon. and learned Member opposite 
had said that policy regulated expenditure. 
But the curious feature of the Estimates 
of this year was that in the admirable 


expositions of naval and military 
policy which had been given by 
the Prime Minister the views put 


forward, which were excellent in them- 
selves, were not new. The views with 
regard to the possibility of invasion were 
those which had been held by the Ad- 
miralty for several years, while the views 
as to the possible invasion of India were 
those which for many years past the 
Government of India had held. There- 
fore, the real importance of his nght 
hon. friend’s speech was that it clearly 
laid down that in the opinion of the 
Government the antagonistic views of 
the War Office, the Admiralty, and the 
India Office had come up for considera- 
tion, and that a decision had been given 
by the Government in favour of the 
views of the Admiralty and the India 
Office. If it were so he agreed that it 
was the duty of the Government—he did 
not say at once—to regulate their Esti- 
mates according to that policy. It 
might fairly be said that the Army 
Estimates of the present year were not in 
accordance with the policy laid down 
by the Prime Minister. 


What were the checks on expendi- 
ture? The first was the House of 
Commons, the second the Cabinet, 
and the third the Treasury. Every- 
body must admit that the House 
of Commons could not effectively control 
expenditure. He believed there was not 
an occasion on which the House had in- 
vestigated questions affecting expendi- 
tue when their recommendations had 
hot tended rather to increase than de- 
crease expenditure. It was also the 
fact that the more time given to the 
discussion of Supply the more proposals 
emanated from both sides for further 
expenditure. He thought, therefore, the 


House of Commons could not be looked | 


upon as being likely to afford effective 
machinery for checking expenditure in 
juture. “As to the Cabinet, it had largely 
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| increased in numbers and the individual 
| work of its members had enormously in- 


'creased. This had been recognised by 
| the Prime Minister in the constitution of 
the Committee of Defence, which had 
| practically taken away from the Cabinet 
the whole control of naval and military 
questions. Therefore, in future, there 
would be this compact body of members 
of the Cabinet and of persons interested 
in pressing on naval and military ex- 
penditure to be dealt with. With regard 
to the Treasury, he did not think the old 
methods by which they checked ex- 
penditure were for the public benefit. 
For so many years the head of the Govern- 
ment had been either Chancellor of the 
Exchequer or Prime Minister that the 
Treasury came to regard themselves, 
not as a Department of the Government 
but as the Government itself, and they 
addressed other Departments in that 
tone. They exercised their authority 
well but not wisely. Twenty years 
ago we were in a deplorable condition, 
when a large number of forts were 
built and there were no guns to put in 
them, when we had ships that had guns 
but no ammunition, mainlv due to the 
Treasury being all - powerful. 
then the Treasury had been depcsed 
from this position. The Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, of course, still had a cer- 
tain power of checking expenditure, 
but if he objected to a certain item, and 
was overruled, it was hardly reasonable to 
expect him to resign on some small detail 
if he was interested in the other portions 
of the policy of the Government. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer ought to 
have behind him, inside the Cabinet, 
someone who would look impartially at 
the question from a financial point of 
view, and use his influence against the 
pressure brought to bear for the increase 
of Army and Navy expenditure. 


Since 


What he suggested was that the possi- 
bility should be considered of forming out 
of the Cabinet something like a permanent 
Finance Committee with a permanent 
secretary on the same lines as the 
Defence Committee. Let the House 
consider what an advantage that 
would be. Supposing there were a 
change of Government. Right hon. Gen- 
tlemen opposite had been out of office for 
practically twenty years. How could they 
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possibly control expenditure when they 
had really had no previous experience ? 
But if there were a Committee of Finance 
such as he had described, with a per- 
manent secretary, they would have all 
the information relative to past ex- 
penditure at hand, and he believed 
that future Chancellors of the Exchequer 
would find in such a Committee an 
effective instrument for supervising and 
overhauling expenditure. What really 
was wanted was not so much to stop 
new expenditure as to cut off old ex- 
penditure which fresh expenditure had 
rendered really unnecessary. He had 
read with much interest the Budget 
speech of the Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer; his right hon. friend’s Budget 
appeared to give general satisfaction ; 
he evidently earnestly hoped for econ- 
omies, and, whilst wishing to maintain 
the efficiency of the fighting services, 
he was evidentiv that fresh 
burdens should added to the 
existing taxation, He sympathised with 
his right hon. friend in those aspirations, 
and he ventured put ferward 
these that 

a Committee immense 
benefit to the Indian Government, and 
in the belief that the establishment 
of some such similar institution associa- 


ted with the 


de sIrous 


not he 


hed to 


suggestions knowing such 


had been of 


Cabinet might vield equal 
advantages to our own system of finance. 

Mr. McKENNA (Monmouthshire. N.) 
said the noble Lord opposite and the Mem- 
per for Cambridge Universitv had made ti 


abundantly clear that the speech of 
the Prime Minister was inconsistent 
with the proposals contained in the 
Armv Estimates for the vear, and lie 


could only hope that those right hon. 
Gentlemen would repeat their speeches 
when the salary of . j 
State for War came up 
As to the desirability of establishing a 
Finance Committee, that was probably 
a point upon which only an ex-Cabinet 
Minister could speak with advantage, 
but it certainly seerned most desirable 
that if the Cabinet was to be oppressed 
by the Defence Committee there should 
be Support given to. it by tle co- 
existence of a Finance Committee. He 
thought that some of the criticisms of 
Treasury terminology were a little un- 
reasonable. The National Debt was 


Lord George Hamiton. 


the Secretarv of 


for consideration. 
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primarily divided into two parts, the 
first of which fell within the fixed debt- 
charge and the second ot which was 
outside the fixed debt-charge, and it 
was only reasonable that there should 
be two separate names for those two 
portions of the Debt. The first part 
was divided into three heads. First 
there was the Funded Debt in regard 
to which the State was not under 
obligation to repay the capital sum 
at any particular date. Next there 
was the Unfunded Debt as to which the 
State was under cbligation to repay the 
capital sum at a particular date. Thirdly, 
there was the debt which was neither 
funded nor unfunded in respect of ter- 
minable annuities. These were the names 
given ‘to them by the Treasury. The names 
given to them by the present Chancellor 
of the Exchequer were the dead-weight 
debt and capital liabilities. He would 
suggest that the customary names for 
these two classes should the Con- 
solidated Debt, that was the debt pro- 
vided for under the consolidated services ; 
and secondly the Supply Debt, that debt 
which was met out of the Supply services, 


be 


The use of these names would, he thought, 
very much simplify matters, and would 
do away with the undoubted slight mis- 
representation which was maintained in 
the use of the term capital lia bilities, 
which was applied to the debt outside 
the fixed debt-charge. 








It seemed perhaps a hittle un 
reasonable to criticise the — present 
Chancellor of the Exchequer on this 
Finance Bill on the ground of the 
inadequate provision for the Sinking 


Fund. The right hon. Gentleman had, 
after all, given £1,000,000 more than was 
given by his predecessor. Of the two 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Croydon was the much worse offender. 
When the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Croydon came to settle the 
fixed debt-charge he actually reduced 
the provision for the Debt by £500,000. 
The ordinary liability was £23,000,000, 
and the liability in respect of the war 
debt was £4,500,000, making together 
£27,500,000. The right hon. Gentleman 
fixed the charge at £27,000,000, and he 
justified that on the ground that he was 
getting £30,000,000 from the ‘Trans: 
vaal. Hon. Members warned him that 
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that hope might not be realised. 


present Chancellor of the Exchequer 


had increased the amount of the fixed 


debt-charge by £1,000,000, but that 
amount was not nearly sufficient. In the 


first place we had not received the 
Transvaal money, and in the second 
place we had increased our liabilities in 
the course of the last two years. We 
had nominally increased the amount 
by £2,000,000, and we had added to our 
assets by increaing the balances to the 
extent of £8900.000. In order to get 
that total we had used up assets of 
£7,000,000 in two sums of £3,C00,000 
each, and £1,000,000 from the unclaimed 
dividend fund, so that while we had on 
the one hand improved our position to the 
extent of £2.890.000. on the other hand 


we had gone back to the extent of 
£{7O00,000. On balance, therefore, we 


had not paid our way during the 
last two vears by over £4,000,000. 
Was it reasonable that with this huge 
debt we should not make more ample 
provision for the Sinking Fund so 
that we should at least pay our way ? 


What was the principle on which we 
ought to proceed in settling the amount 
of the fixed debt-charge ? Speaking in 
Committee last month the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer laid down two guiding 
which ought to determine the 
{ the fixed debt-charge—What 
was the total amount we set by for the 
Fund ? and did that amount 
bear as good a proportion to the total 
febt as it bore in preceding years / He 
did not think the right hon. Gentleman 
had set down a satisfactory principle 
upon which we should be guided. His- 
torically his principle was inaceurate. 
Previous Chancellors of the Exchequer 
until the latter days of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Bristol 
had not been guided by that principle 
at all, Previous Chancellors of the Ex- 
chequer had always looked to the ability 
of the taxpayer to bear the burden. In 
1875, when Sir Stafford Northcote pro- 
posed the original fixed debt-charge, he 
settled it at £28,000,000, in spite of our 
having only at that date a revenue of 
£77,000,000, It was true that the Sink- 
ing Fund bore the proportion to the total 
debt of -53 per cent., but year by year as 


factors 


amoune ¢ 


Sinking 


the ability of the taxpayer became | 
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greater the proportion of the Sinking Fund 
to the total debt increased up to the time 
of the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for West Bristol, when the figure of -53 
had actually doubled. The proportion of 
the Sinking Fund to the total debt stood 
then at over 1 per cent. Why should 
the Sinking Fund increase suddenly hive 
been stopped? As the natio: had 
got richer we had year by vear paid 
off a larger proportion of our existing 
debt. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Bristol stopped th's 
increise, because, among cther reasors, 
ve were paving off debt by the pur- 
chase of Consols in the market at £110, 
£112,and £114 for every £100 extinguished, 
The right hon. Gentleman showed the 
Committee at that time that £20,000,000 
of Consols had been repurchased at a cest 
to the nation of £2,000,000 above the par 
value, and he said with a certain amount 
of reason that the taxpayers would net 
go on increasing the Sinking Fund if they 
had to repurchase Consols at an ex- 
aggerated premium. On that basis he 
reduced the total amount of the fixed 
debt-charge at the time. How did tle 
position stand now? Consols were 
at about 90, and now was the moment 
for a return to the old davs when year by 
year the proportion of the Sinking Fund 
to the total debt w.s an increasing figure. 
When Sir Stafford Nertheote rut the 
fixed debt-charge at £28,000,000° the 
total revenue was £77.000,000, and the 
total debt was £766,000,000. Now, when 
the debt was abeut equal, and the 


revenue £152.000.000, it appeared to 


t 
. 


him that the Sinking Fund was not so 


large as it ought to he, 


+ 


to the amount 
which was raised by loans, and whie’ 
Ld 1 } . 1 
increased what were called our capite! 


liabilities, the Gentleman 


' f be 7 . mn 
Reterring iInereasing 


hon. said 
the additional loans for tis vesr 
£8,000,000, and in future 
were 


that 
were to be 
vears the additional loans which 
already authorised would amount te 
£14,000,000. How was that going to 
tell upon the taxpayers in future vears ? 
They would have to meet on tte 
Estimates no less than £5,000,000— to 
cover the interest and Sinking Fund on 
these capital liabilities. Was the future 
taxpayer to go on borrowing, or was he 
to discontinue that policy and meet 


{ 
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capital expenditure out of the capital 
of the year. The future taxpayer would 


Funance 


have to find an additional £7,000,000 or | 
£8,000,000 to cover the capital expendi- | 
ture of our borrowing in addition to the. 
£3,000,000 for interest and Sinking Fund. | 


Was it reasonable to the future taxpayer 
that that burden should be put upon 
him without our making a strong effort 
to take advantage of the favourable op- 
portunity we had now to reduce the 
total amount of the dead-weight debt. 


He asked the House to consider the 
costliness of the present system. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer would have 
to go to the market during the current 
vear to borrow no less than £40.000,000, 
Part of this would be necessary for the 
renewal of Treasury bills and Exchequer 
bonds, and part of it on account of the 
irish Land Loan. The right hon. Gentle- 
man borrowed last vear at an average 
of £3 4s. 4d. per cent., so that for the 
£40,000,000 which he was going to bor- 
row in the course of the vear he would 
have to pay interest presumably at the 
same rate. Ii we could get Consols 
back again to par our credit would 
stand at 23 per cent., and we should 
save lds. per cent. on the £40,000,000 
we had to borrow. That was to say, 
by the mere restoration of our credit 
we should save £280,000 a year on the 
additional amount which we now had 
to pay for the sums we had to borrow. 
It was surely very unwise finance for 
us not to make the most strenuous effort 
to restore Consols to par. He admitted 
that when Consols were at par in the 
open market we should not buy them 
on as advantageous terms as we could 
now, but the buying of Consols cheap 
did not repay us for the additional amount 
which we had to pay in interest. He 
would point out to the Secretary to 
the Treasury that last year Consols were 
bought to the amount of £1,116,000 at 
the price of 88-86. That was tosay, we 
bought Consols in the market at the price 
which gave a return on the investment 
of £2 16s. 3d. per cent. We were at the 
same time borrowing money on which we 
were paying £3 4s. 4d. per cent. He 
suggested to the Treasury that that was 
not a particularly good transaction. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had said 


in defence of the fixed dept-charge that | 


Mr. McKenna. 
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| he was making a larger provision for the 
| Debt than had ever been made before, 





Bill. 


548 


That was true. Owing to the reduction 
of the interest to 24 per cent., the 
£28,000,000 of fixed debt-charge did 
give the right hon. Gentleman a larger 
sum for the dead-weight debt than ever 
they had had before ; but what provision 
had the right hon. Gentleman made for 
the £160,000,000 of the war debt? Be- 
fore the war the fixed debt-charge stood 
at £23,000,000. The actual interest on 
the war debt was £4,500,000, while the 
total interest was £27,500,000, so that the 


|whole provision which the right hon. 


Gentleman was making for the war debt 
was only one-third of 1 per cent. of the 
amount of the war debt. He submitted 
that that was not a sufficient buttress of 
our credit. As his hon. friend the Mem- 
ber for Islington had said, our ability to 
borrow at a low rate of interest was one 
of our best national defences, and he 
submitted to the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer that it was unwise parsimony 
on the part of any Government which did 


not put the fixed debt-charge at a 
sufficiently high rate to restore our 
credit. 


Str GEORGE BARTLEY (Islington, 
N.) said he always liked these 
occasions to say a word in favour of greater 
economy in the public expenditure. 
He thought that we were in greater danger 
from extravagant expenditure at the 
present time than from invasion. The 
debates which so often took place on this 
subject of greater economy did not seem 
to have the practical effect which all 
desired, and there seemed to be no real 
check on the expenditure of the country. 
He regarded the House of Commons as 
practically no check at all. Everyone 
seemed to desire some great work to be 
done to improve the condition of the 
people, but all these matters led to a very 
great expenditure. Only last week, when 
discussing the expenditure on their own 
comfort and luxuries, he had shown that 
that had increased in twenty years some- 
thing like 30 per cent. Some drastic 
power was required at the head of the 
Government—whether by a Committee of 
the Cabinet he would not say—to see that 
each Department kept down expenditure. 
When he was in the public service Mr. 


Ol 
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Gladstone laid down a law that a certain | 


sum could only be set aside for each De- 
partment. He knew that that was an 


exceedingly difficult thing to do, but on | 


the other hand the growth of expenditure, 
both Imperial and local, each acting and 
reacting on the other, was becoming a 
very alarming and serious matter. 


He had read the other day with great 
concern the last statement of the National 
Debt. The Chancellor of the Exchequer in 
his Budget speech did not state, although 
he wished that the right hon. Gentleman 
had done so, that the Debt last year had 
really increased. That was a very serious 
question, It was all very well to say that 
the Debt was being repaid by £10,000,000 
a year, but it was not enough if they paid 
off £10,000,000 in one way and increased 
the debt in another way by more than 
£10,000,000, Last year the absolute debt 
of the country was increased although 
we were at peace. That was a very 
wnsatisfactory state of affairs. There was 
spirit abroad of great extravagance, and 
one of the most efficient ways of meeting 
that would be largely to increase the re- 
payment of their debt. He had always 
advocated that all debt, municipal and 
Imperial, should be made for shorter 
periods. He knew that it was always 
nore popular to advocate expenditure, 
rather than the payment of debt. A 
short time ago it was urged that the cost 
of lighthouses amounting to £500,000 
should be made a public charge, and 
there ,;was a large vote in favour of 
it. It was astonishing that on a Friday 
afternoon a Hill should be passed throw- 


ing an additional £500,000 on the 
public expenditure. Then there was 
something like £509,000 for public 


buildings, and now they were proposing 
to feed the children at public schools. 
Those who advocated that measure were 
afraid to put the cost of it on local taxa- 
tion and wanted to make it an Imperial 
charge. If this charge were to be put on 


the Imperial Exchequer, before many | 
vears had passed it would amount to | 


many millions. Then the Government 
had brought in a Bill to provide employ- 
ment for the people at the cost of the 
State or of municipalities. 
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When once | 
this principle was introduced they could | 
readily understand that the cost would | 
ultimately be thrown upon the Imperial | 


Bill. 550 


Exchequer, and that would be a large ad 


| dition to the expenditure of the country. 


The hon. Member for Cambridge Univer 
sity had referred to the statement 
made by the Prime Minister on the sub- 
ject of Imperial defence, and he must sav 
that upon him that speech had had 
a someWhat sobering effect, because 
the only possible logic of it seemed to 
him to be extremely useful. Surely if 
it had any meaning at all it meant that 
they should insist upon the reduction of 
the Army and the Navy. Indeed, he 
was so led away by the speech that he 
thought it meant that we wanted very 
little Army atall. He thought, however, 
that it was unreasonable to complain 
that it had not had any effect upon the 
present Estimates, but it must have a 
result upon the finances of the next year 
or two in a decrease in the expenditure 
upon the Army and Navy. No doubt 
good came out of ill, and surely the re- 
sult of this great war which was going on 
would be to tend to decrease the enor- 
mous armaments which were being 
created throughout the world. The two 
nations engaged, and certainly Russia, 
would not for many years be in a 
position to be ‘a source of danger, 
and he hoped that this meant a 
considerable reduction on our wat 
expenditure. 

He was glad that the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer had devoted 
£1,000,000 to the reduction of the 
National Debt. He regretted that it 
was not more, and if the right hon. 
Gentleman had put his whole surplus 
to the reduction of debt it would have 
been wiser. He regarded the increase 
of this habit of spending and the gigantic 
growth of our expenditure with great 
alarm. It was an extraordinary thing 
that when the matter was looked at over 
a period of years, and when by some 
unforeseen circumstance or by war the 
Estimates became swollen, it was ex- 
tremely difficult to get them down again. 
He said, however, that they should put 


| their shoulders to the wheel in order to 


reduce this great expenditure. It was 
no use to attempt to do it by theory or 
abstract principles, they must put their 
finger upon every point and every detail. 
Above all things they must pay their debts. 
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Thirty or forty vears ago, when the nation 
was far less wealthy, larger sums were 
epphed to the reduction of the National 
Vebt. It was really, however, illusory 
to say that they were paying off their debt 
when, while on the one hand they were 
paying it off, on the other they were 
increasing it. The last Return showed 
that they had not reduced the amount of 
the Debt, and this was a very serious 
consideration. He hoped the House 
would give up these panics in regard to 
war, and that they should learn to defend 
themselves in the best possible way by 
reducing their expenditure, paving off 
their debts, and by being ina position to 
meet their enemies by the best possible 
weapon, viz., a large and substantial 
balance at the bank. 


Mr. BLAKE (Longford, $8.) said it was 
with a feeling of intense interest, tempered 
with some feeling of despair, that he had 
listened to the arguments which had 
been addressed from various quarters of 
the House in favour of a and 
radical change in the direction of economy, 
It had been said that the 
function of the House of Commons was 
to be the protector of the revenue, 
to prevent improper expenditure, 
the very principle of 
rule which I: the method by 
which nditure could be effectively ‘ 
brought before the House of Commons 


ser1ous 


and 
but 
pane ne ae 





down 





expe 


showed the danger of leaving the 
question to that Assembly. No Vote 
could be propounded except upon the 
recommendation of the — responsible 
Ministers of the Crown, and the very 
reason that it could not be brought 
forward, except in that way, showed the 


danger of trusting the initiative in such 
cases to a large body of men. It might, 
of course, Jead to log-rolling, and one set 
of Members might support another 
of Members in t increased 


set 


regard to 


expenditure in exchange for support jor 
another item: of increased charge. The 


of course, with the 
Cabinet, w was responsible for all 
the expenditure. He did not say but 
that the influence of an extravagant 
House of Commons, or of an extravagant 
Party beh the Ministry, were not 
evil factors i producing increased ex- 
penditure, and that the House of Commons 
did not share the responsibility of pro- 


Cc ‘hee! n Was, 


hie h 


primary 


ind 


Sir George Bartley. 
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ducing increased expenditure, but 
undoubtedly the first responsibility was 
vith the Cabinet of the day. 
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Another consideration they had to take 
into view was that as expenditure increased 
the Estimates increased. They became 
accustomed to deal with tens and twenties 
of millions, and they did not regard 
hundreds of thousands of pounds as they 
did before. When there was a large 
and extravagant expenditure — 
by war there was always a general swell- 
ing of Estimates, and it had always been 
impossible to reduce them. He said that 
ws guardians of the public weal they 
ought to recognise these difficulties in 


order to overcome them, and although 
there had been, owing to this vicious 


principle, a general rise ofexpenditure in all 
Departments it was their duty to check it, 


There was no use 1n saving by the spigot 
if they wasted by the bunghole They 
knew where the big elements were. They 
were in the expenditure, unproductive 
in one sense, on defence, expenditure 
on the Army and Navy. Another mis- 
chievous element in English finance 


was the short loans for purposes which 
ought to be met year after: vear out of 
the revenue of the year. They saw 
the folly of the system. They saw small 
wimounts first proposed and how they had 
g It was so much easier to create 

i little debt than to raise by taxation 
wine ought to be each year out 
oi the expenditure of the year. They 
knew what the result of such a policy 
was in private life, and although he did 
not say that ruin would ensue in these 
islands, he did say that the 
raising loans for unproductive 
ture during the past few years was a 
pernicious system, and that when the 
House saw this system going on they 
ought to set their faces against a con- 
tinuance of it. 


Growl. 


met 


svstem of 
expendi- 


He sympathised with the views which 
had been expressed in this debate as to 
the effect which ought to be produced in 
this class of expendittre if defence were 
the policy which was propounded by the 
First Minister the other day. The Tight 
hon. Gentleman divided his subject into 
three heads. He spoke cf the defence of 
these islands, and of india, and asa middle 
head he alluded to colonial defence. As 
to the first he put the very worst case 











553 Finance 


that could be put and proved to his own 


satisfaction that under the worst con- | 


ditions possible to conceive, these islands 
were inpregnable from the assault of 
a foreign foe, and upon that the right hon. 
Gentleman laid down views which tended 
very largely to the reduction of the Army 
expenditure of the country, in so far as 
it might be supposed to be justified by 
the necessity of not having a large 
force st hand to repel an invasion which 
he said it was proposterous to sup- 
pose would ever be attempted, or if 
attempted would never result in 
an cifective landing. With regard to 
the Indian problem the right hon. 
Gentleman set up a casus be/li in the 
case of a strategic railway being built 
into Afghanistan. The Indian problem 
was different to the French problem, 
because in the Indian problem the 
country was to be the 
geressor and build the strategie railways 


great whiey 
ao 
was now engaged in deadly conflict with 
nation. and 
lost she would be leit the severe 


an astern whether she 
won or 
task of restoring her finances to a sound 
isis and the severer task of restoring 
to their normal 
lition before she could set out on the 
task referred by the Prime 
For the Prime Minister, there- 
to say that that the 
keeping up of a great Army outside the 


relations 


ier domestic 
to 
necessitated 


Indian Army in order to meet Russian ag- 
gression was as far-fetched a suggestion as 
It is p yssible to coneéive. 

e middle head of the probl m, that of 
ual defence, divided itself into twe 
the defence of the numerous naval 








parts : 
bases or possessions, like Malta, Gibraltar, 
Hong-Kong, and others of that character, 
the consideration of which was a naval 
matter; and the defence of the North 
American, the South African, and the 
Australian self-governing Colonies — of 
this country. He did not propose to 
touch on the question of the Australian 
oi the South African Colonies, but he 
would just say a word as to the North 
American possessions of this country 
the House to consider the 
problem as it really existed with regard 
to those possessions. Two entirely 
diferent sets of considerations arose 
with reference to the quarter from which 
any possible attack might be made. 


1 
and ask 
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| He himself believed that the danger in 


regard tothe North American possessions 
of the Crown, in so far as an attack with a 
view of obtairing and retaining them es 
a prize of war by any enemy of the United 
Kingdom outside of America, was very 
trifling indeed. The difficulty to which 
any other nation—take France, Germany, 
orany other country, for example—would 
be exposed in fighting the North American 
possessions of the Crown would be ex- 
tremely serious, owing to the distance 
of its base from the scene of operations, 
the difficulty of guarding a fleet of trans- 
ports to the secne of action, and the 
difficulty of dealing with a country of 
that vast Those difficulties 
would be aggravated by the circumstances 
of the doctrine which the United States 
of America had adopted, called the 
Monroe Doctrine, and that itself would 
be an indication to the other nations of 
the world that they could not expect to 
retain it as a prize of wareven if they ob- 


extent. 


tained military possession of that country. 
From all points of view there was but a 
slight danger of a successful attack upen 
those possessions, except from the United 
States of America. He did not see that 
that was a reason. considering the im- 
pregnable ¢ mdition of this country, for 
making the suggestion that the commerce 
and the outlving possessions of the Crown 
did some Fleet. but the 
danger of a suecessful attack from 
had referred to 
as verv great. 


not demand 


; 
such quarters as he 


should not be regarded 
There might be some attempt to harass 
us, but the that country 


being conquered did not exist. 


danger ol 


Dealing with the attack from the land 
side, he had heard a good deal of the 
military ferces now being maintained for 
the defence of the Colonies. Arrangements 
had been made by which the Dominion 
of Canada had undertaken to supply 
the troops necessary on the sea-board 
of the Atlantie at Halifax and Victoria, 
which up to the present time had been 
supplied by this country. Arrangements 
were also being made for fortiiving the 
city of Quebec. He could imagine an 
attack by the United States upon Canada, 
but the conditiens of such an attack, 
if regarded as possible, were such that 
no lover of this country would for an 
instant suggest that the defence of the 
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colony, so far as it was conducted from 
this side of the Empire, should be other- 
wise than defence on the ocean. No 
one would suggest that this nation, 
with its vast obligations and population 
of 40,000,000, should seriously  pro- 
pose to engage in a land war with the 
United States, with its 80,000,000 of 
population, when they reflected upon 
the conditions of former conflicts between 
these two countries under entirely differ- 
ent conditions, and when they reflected 
upon the enormous difference in favour 
of defence which had been produced by 
the altered conditions of modern war- 
fare. The course which would be taken 
in such a calamitous juncture as that 
which he had contemplated would no 
doubt be a war upon the sea. If any 
troops of this country were to be used in 
such a contest, they would have to be 
troops accompanied by the Fleet, using 
the Fleet for their base for those opera- 
tions on the seaboard. Therefore the 
people of these islands did not need 
to consider seriously the question of 
the military forces of this country being 
required in reference to any conflict 
in connection with the North American 
possessions of the Crown. Canada had 
4,000 miles of land frontier, and it was 
in a large part level and fertile and 
gridironed with railways. It contained 
many fertile fields and thriving towns, 
and was admirably adapted for marching 
into. No doubt it would be defended 
with all the gallantry which his country- 
men could exercise, and they would be 
prepared to die in the last ditch, but 
5,000,000 of people under these con- 
ditions could not successfully resist the 
persistent attack of 80,000,000 of their 
enemies, and the military position of 
Canada would in the end be taken by 
the United States; but the question of 
who should hold Canada afterwards 
would be decided upon the sea and not 
upon the land. That was the state of 
the case. 


The Canadians believed that they 
had the best Constitution in the world, 
and they believed that there ought 
to be a unification of the continent. 
This country did not think so. But 
he thought it would be a shortsighted 
policy and a public calamity, calculated 
to dash the realisation of their hopes, 

Mr, Blake. 
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people in apprehension of such a war. 
He was only pointing out the limitations 
which should exist in case there was 
this calamity—whether from beyond the 
seas or from the North American Con- 
tinent—of a war which involved the 
fate and fortunes of the North American 
possessions of the Crown. These con- 
ditions ought to be considered with 
reference to the naval and military 
expenditure of this country. They did 
not involve the suggestion that there 
was no regard to be paid to the possi- 
bility of an attack from the shores of 
North America, but they should be 
attended to when the suggestion was 
made that these outlying possessions 
ought to contribute very large sums 
in the same proportion as Ireland, which 
had a_ population not 
them, towards military and naval ex- 
penditure. Their conditions and re 
lations were such that they had no 
effective control over the policy of this 
country upon which depende | the issues 
of peace or war, and willing as they were 
to run the risk, and anxious as they 
were to obtain the advantages of thei 
present connection with the Crown, it 
was absurd to suggest that they should 
be called upon to pay for a policy which 
the people of this country controlled, 
What effective control did Treland 
exercise over the policy of the present 
Government? What were the feelings 
of Irish representatives in regard to the 
last great and ca!amitous wa:? How 
much did their protests affect the 
circumstances which led to that war? 
With that lesson before them how could 
it be suggested that our colonial 
possessions would have any effective 
voice in the circumstances which decided 
the issue between peace and war. He 
believed they were perfectly prepared 
to do what they ought to do in a liberal 
and just spirit, to bear that portion of 
their responsibility in the anomalous 
condition in which the Empire stood. 
If they could co-ordinate the Empire in 
some such way as would give a common 
interest to all concerned it was oue thing, 
but until they succeeded in that task 
they would find it necessary and just 
to face the great bulk of their naval and 


} 
so large as 


military expenciture from the resources 
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of the islands which initiated and con- 
trolled the policy upon which depended 
the chances of the issue of peace and 
war. 


He and his friends were prepared 
to give the utmost support to all those 


who objected to the bloated military and | 
naval expenditure which was the great | 


and prime cause of the change in the finan- 
cial condition of this country in the last 
few years. They objected to the continu- 
ance of the system of borrowing for what 
ought to be paid for out of the yearly 
revenue in respect of these matters. 
[hey objected to it being put forward 
that these were assets when the only 
sense ir which they were assets was that 
they were a double liability upon which 
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of the country as an intolerable wrong. 
In face of the speech made by the Prime 
Minister the other day, and when many 
suggestions had been made which pointed 
in the direction of economy in regard 
to expenditure upon armaments, and 
when measures had already been taken 
with regard to the Navy, it seemed to 
him a very monstrous thing that they 
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'should have this great increase ir the 


'debt of the United Kingdom. Setting 
|aside the repayment by the Transvaal 


of the sums advanced for resettlement 
there had been a distinct increase in the 


| total indebtedness of the United Kingdom. 


they not only paid interest on the debt | 


incurred, but had also to provide more 
money, more guns for the forts, and 
more men to occupy the forts and work 
the guns. 
being merely unproductive, it consisted 
actually of assets which caused expendi- 
ture. They were liabilities and not 
assets. They would assist in every way 
possible the adoption of a saner system 
in reference to the naval and military 
expenditure of this country, in the full 


belief that that saner system would | 


enable them to reduce taxation, te- 
lieve the springs of industry, 
enable the process of accumulation of 
wealth not merely amongst the million- 
aires, but also amongst the daily toilers 
in the land. Such a _ policy would 
produce contentment and_ prosperity 
all through the country, and so render it 


| whelmed 
. : | Most earnest appeals had been made 
So far from this expenditure | 


indebtedness had 
go on accumulat- 
ing with perfect knowledge of the 
tremendous problems of local taxa- 
tion and local indebtedness with which 
the country had been almost over- 
in the last few years. 


Further, this total 
been allowed to 


by the local taxpayer in every possible 
form for relief, while at the same time 
this policy of accumulating, rather than 


| decreasing, debt had been continued. 


~* 


and | 


He had had the curiosity during the past 
few days to look up the facts with regard 
to the debt of the country, and he found 
that not only was it true that the debt 
of the country was going on increasing 
year by year, but that if they looked back 
twenty-two or twenty-three years ago, 
Mr. Childers initiated then his wise 


| policy for a sweeping and general re- 


strong with a real and greater strength | 
than any free nation could obtain in the | 


issue of war. 


*Mn. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.) said this debate had turned upon 
issues of profound importance ever since 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Cambridge University and the hon. and 


learned Member for Dumfries raised it | 


to the higher level of the general 
policy of the State which must deter- 
mine the course of expenditure. In 
what he wished to say he rather desired 
to protest against the whole policy 
underlying this Budget. He thought 
they had a right to protest against the 
present unsatisfactory financial position 


duction of the National Debt by the 
introduction of a new form of annuities, 
and a new scheme for superseding the 
annuities falling due in 1885, the new 
scheme to effect in the course of 
twenty years a reduction in the Debt 
of £176,000,000. That was the situa- 


tion, the heyday of Liberal finance— 
/a time not only of great social happi- 


| 





ness and freedom from _ oppressive 
taxes, but also a time when this 
country had great strength in the 


councils of Europe and was in a position 
of far less peril than it was at the present 
time. In a speech made twenty-two 
years ago Lord James, then Sir Henry 
James, dealing with the financial scheme 
of Mr. Childers, stated that— 

“They (the Liberal Government) have an- 
ticipated the filling in of the terminable 
annuities in 1885, and in advance have created 
others. The result is, that in twenty years 
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£176,000,000 of debt will be paid off, and if at | 
the end of that time a Finance Minister shall | 
be found courageous enough to maintain the 

same amount of payment on account of debt, 

and if we are wise enough to avoid war, and 

not to add to the debt, not only some who are 

now living, but even men old enough now to 

be enjoying the franchise, may live to see the 

«lay when the country shall be entirely free of 

its National Debt.” 

Under this scheme the Debt had been 
gradually reduced till in 1900 it stood 
at £628,000,000. Now we saw staring 
in our faces, in the appalling Return 
issued a few days ago, this tremen- 
dous debt of £800,000,000, in addi- 
tion to the yast indebtedness of the 
local authorities, amounting to nearly 
£500,000,000, which formed an equal, 
if not a severer burden on the taxpayers 
of the country. The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer always laid his case before 
the House with a lucidity and a con- 
sideration for his opponents which was 
deserving of all praise, but it seemed 
to him to be an absolute duty in the 
interest of the classes whose special 
taxable capacity had been so conspicu- 
ously neglected in the finance of the last 
ten years to enter an emphatic protest 
against the financial position in which we 
found ourselves to-day. The raising 
of such a sum as over £140,000,000 in 
time of peace was, to his mind, a wrong 
which the House should not hesitate 
to denounce and condemn whether as 
regards just incidence on the several 
classes who had to bear the pressure 
of the taxes or as a burden on industry, 
or as draining national resources which 
should be husbhanded for great emergen- 
cies. ‘This taxation had been a dead 
weight on our industries, and though 
there had been in the last two years a 
tremendous expansion in our foreign 
trade, home trade had been suffering. 
The Secretary of the Treasury had said 
to-day that the country was rich enough 
and willing enough to bear the burden 
of taxation. He himself completely 
traversed that proposition. The right 
hon. Member for West Bristol in his 
Budget speech in 1896, proved that while 
the produce of taxes had increased 15 to 
16 per cent. in twenty years to that time, 
expenditure had grown 68 per cent. or 
four times faster. He had_ himself 
calculated the figures for the past ten 
years to 1904, and found that in ten 
years the present Government ex- 


Mr. Channing. 
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penditure had grown 65 per cent. and 
had gone up from six to eight times as 
fast as the increase in the produce of 
taxes. 


And, it being half-past Seven of the 
clock, the debate stood adjourned till this 
Evening’s Sitting. 


EVENING SITTING. 


THAMES CONSERVANCY BILL (By Orpen). 
[SECOND READING. ] 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Mr. GRENFELL (Buckinghamshire, 
Wycombe) said he rose to support the 
Second Reading of the Bill which had 
been deposited upon behalf of the Thames 
Conservancy. He did not know that 
the fate that had been dealt out to other 
Bills on the same subject, such as the Port 
of London Bill, encouraged anyone very 
much in promoting a Bill of a somewhat 
similar character; but this Bill was rather 
different from the other Bills which had 
been introduced by the Government, 
or the one introduced by the London 
County Council, in so far as it apper- 
tained to the Thames Conservancy, and 
affected the river as a whole. He had 
found in regard to the Thames Conser- 
vancy that there was a good deal of doubt 
as to how its business was transacted 
and as to how its funds were provided. 
The Thames Conservancy had juris- 
diction over the whole of the River 
Thames, from its source _ practically 
down to within a short distance of the 
Nore. The funds were entirely  dis- 
tinct. They were divided into two parts, 
the Upper Thames Navigation and the 
Lower Thames Navigation funds; and 
those who contributed the sums of money 
for the lower navigation might rest as- 
sured that they were absolutely devoted 
to that purpose. As regards the upper 
portion of the river there were two 
principal committees, the River Purifica- 
tion Committee and the Upper River 
Committee, and this Bill proposed to 
effect certain changes with regard to 
river purification. Under the jurisdic- 
tion of the Thames Conservancy there 
were altogether some 5,200 square miles ; 
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under the jurisdiction of the Purification 
Committee there were 3,800 square miles, 
and those were above the intakes of the 
London water companies, and, therefore, 
it was of the most supreme importance 
that those clauses of the earlier Bill 
should be carried out in the spirit as well 
as in the letter. 


He believed that the Thames at the 
present time was the cleanest river 
in Europe. At all events it was 
the river in Europe which had the least 
drainage flowing into it, and it was 
the river which was more analysed than 
any other in the world. It was analysed 
by the London County Council, it was 
by the London water com- 
panies, and it was analysed by the 
Thames Conservancy. This Bill _pro- 
posed to make some slight alterations 
in regard to the function of the Thames 
Conservancy of seeing that the river 
was kept absolutely pure. It was pro- 
posed under this Bill that the power 
of the inspectors should be extended 
throughout the whole of the tributaries 
of the Thames, above the intakes of the 
London water companies, and should not 
be restricted, as thev were now, to within 
three miles of the main river, and also that 
the power of inspection should be dis- 
tributed as regards trade refuse over the 
whole of that area and the tributaries. 
They also proposed under this Bill that 
the powers of the inspectors should not 
be confined to between the hours of ten 
in the morning and four o’clock in the 
afternoon, but that they should be em- 
powered to inspect at any time. There 
was also another small matter in regard 
to the purification of the river. The mill- 
owners when they cleaned out the mud 
of their mill beds should be compelled 
to take it and spread it on the land, and 
should not be allowed to stir it up and 
pass it down the river. 


analysed 


The Thames Conservancy had _ juris- 
diction over the whole the River 
Thames, including the whole of the 
fresh - water portion of the Thames. 
That was 136 complete water miles 
and comprised forty-seven locks. In 
curying out their duties they in many 
respects met with a certain amount of 
difficulty which they sought under this 
Bill to remedy. Clause 7 dealt with 
land. They had had great difficulty in 


of 
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securing land for building locks, lands for 
making the necessary locks, and so forth. 
It would have been absolutely impossible 
for the Thames Conservancy to have 
built certain of their locks if they had 
not been able to employ the Lands 
Clauses Act. Under this Bill they 
sought to have the same power of secur- 
ing land as would be given them under 
the Lands Clauses Act. There were one 
or two other matters of minor import- 
ance, but he did not wish to detain the 
House by going into them. 
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With regard to the lower river, of 
which they had heard very much of 
late, this Bill, the Bill of the Thames 


Conservancy, as deposited, sought 
practically to carry out the recom- 


mendations of the Royal Commission. 
It sought to carry out certain works 


of great magnitude for which it 
asked power to borrow the sum of 
£3,000,000. The Port of London was 


practically forty-one miles in length. 
It was still, and had been for the past 200 
years, the largest port in the world, and 
even of late vears it had been increasing, 
though of course there were indications 
that with the great works being carried 
out at foreign ports that supremacy 
would in a short time be contested. 
London, unfortunately, had ceased to be 
the great transhipment port of the 
world, which it used to be for many years 
in the past. Large ships were able now to 
go to foreign ports instead of coming to 
London, whence in the old days the 
merchandise used to be transported to 
foreign ports in smaller vessels. They 
had heard that the Port of Antwerp in- 
tended to make large improvements, 
and it had been the intention to have an 
access to that port thirty-nine feet in 
depth, with numerous quays and docks 
all down its length, and it certainly was 
borne upon the attention of anyone who 
had the welfare of London, he might 
almost say the welfare of this country, 
at heart, that they at all events should 
make some slight attempt to keep the 
trade which they already possessed, and 
prevent it being attracted in this way to 
other ports. 


The Bill which had been deposited 
attempted to make some move in 
this direction. The main _ provisions 
were that a sum of £3,000,000 should be 
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borrowed in order to carry out the re- | 


commendations of the Royal Commission. 
The Thames Conservancy was at present 
the bedy in charge of this great water- 
way. Its duties were manifold, but its 
income, unfortunately, very small. He 
believed that London, as far as the large 
portion of the merchandise in the Port of 
London was concerned, and as far as the 
river dues were concerned, was certainly 
the cheapest port in Europe. As far as 
the money which went to keep up the 
waterway was concerned, the port author- 
ity received lower dues in London than it 
did in any port in Europe. The charges 
of the Thames Conservancy were 3d. per 
ton for coastwise trade, and ?d. per ton for 
the trade in and out, and in return for 
this miserable pittance they had cer- 
tainly very important duties to perform. 
In the first place, dredging was com- 
mitted to the charge of the Thames 
Conservancy. They were the only body 
authorised to carry it out, and it was 
perfectly obvious that with the small 
sum of money which the Thames Con- 
servancy received it was absolutely im- 
possible for them to carry out any of 
these large schemes of dredging which 
were carried out in the ports abroad. 
They all knew that in foreign ports th. se 
ports were assisted by the public or 
municipal funds. That had not been, 
as regards public funds, the practice in 
this country ; and if they took the other 
ports of this country, they found that 
the ports were maintained by charges 
which were levied both on the tonnage of 
ships and by dues on goods. There were 
no dues in the Port of London on goods, 
and they only received a very small 
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return from the tornage dues on the | 


ships. The duties of the Thames Con- | 


servancy were first of all the dredging. | 


They had expended a larger proportion | 
of their funds in dredging than any | 
other port. During last vear they spent 
something like £27,000 in that way. 
Besides that che duty fell on the Thames | 
Conservancy of carrying out the whole 
of the survey of the port. A survey 
had just been completed. Something | 
like £20,006 was involved in the survey 
of the river from the Nore up to Graves- 
end, and something like £40000 in a | 
survey of the river from Gravesend up to | 
London Bridge. They provided moorage | 
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causeways and landing stairs, and so on. 
| Besides ali this they had to regulate 
the traffic, and were the guardians 
‘of the shipping against the dargers of 
explosives. That was a great deal of 
| service for very small dues, and it could 
not, therefore, be surprising that in 
a large scheme of dredging such as must 
be carried out in the Port of London, 
the Thames Conservaney should come 
to the House and ask for more money 
to enable them to carry out those duties, 

The scheme as defined in the Bill was 
founded on the Report of the Royal 
Commission, A large sum of money, 
£3,000,060, was to be borrowed, and 
the dredging was to be carried out from 
the Nore right up to the Royal Albert 
Docks. Under the Bil! the Thames 
Conservancy would finance itself in 
carrying out these 'arg? improvements. 
It was proposed in the first place to 
levy dues on goods, as was done at other 
ports, to increase the dues upon ship- 
ping, and to levy dues on barges. The 
Thames Conservancy provided seventy- 
two moorings for barges tree, and there 
were something like 12,000 barges in 
the Port of London, which went in and 
out of the docks and used the river. It 
was also proposed in the Bill to give in- 
creased representation to shipowners 
and traders in accordance with the 
recommendations of the Royal Com- 
mission 

There was one matter which he 
would venture to draw the attention of 
the Government to for a very short 
space of time, and that was the danger 
under which the Port of London lay 
/with regard to dangerous oils. The 
Thames Conservancy had already ap- 
proached the Board of Trade, and he 
believed the Board of Trade had been 
in communication with the Home Office 


‘on the subject, but he would like to 


| inflammable 


vall the attention of the House for one 
moment to one fact. Though the very 
greatest care was taken with regard 
to the carriage of these dangerous and 
oils up the river—they 


were only allowed to carry them im 


‘certain ships which had been inspected, 
|and to deposit them in certain places— 


when these dangerous and inflammable 
oils went down the river there was 
absolutely no care taken to see that 


and anchorage free; they provided | they did not endanger, by accident of 


Mr. Grenfell. 
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criminal neglect, the enormous amount 
of shipping—33,000,000 tons in the Port 
with 12,000 barges—and all the quays 
and docks with which the river was 
so closely studded. Therefore he wished 
respectfully and publicly to call the 
attention of the Hom. Office, and also 
the attention of the Board of Trade, 
to this lamentable state of affairs. Some 
of the members of the Thames Con- 
servancy made a few experiments, on 
a small scale only, with regard to some 
of these inflammable oils. They put some 
on the water, and lit it with a match, 
ind convinced themselves that there 
was a very terrible danger indeed. 





It was the scheme of the Thames Con- 
servancy under this Bill to carry out 
the recommendations of the Roval Com- 
mission. But anyone who had made 
aimself at all conversant with the in- 
tricate nature of the interests on the 
Thames, the interest of the docks, the 
interests of the wharfingers. the in- 
terests of the barge-owners, and the 
interests of the traders, could not but 
feel that this scheme was certainly not 
of a character to be a settlement of the 
question of the Port of London. The 
Thames Conservancy were fully alive to 
the absolute necessity of some real 
attempt being made to try to bring 
together all those divergent interests, 
and to bring a Bill to the House of Com- 
mons which would have the consent 
and the concurrence at all events of a 
very large proportion of all those bodies. 
It was a very difficult task, and it might 
be an impossible task; but still if the 
attempt was made, and then representa- 
tions were made to the Government of 
the day on that basis, he felt confident 
something would be done for the Port 
of London on a big scale, which might 
bring it up to date. This scheme was 
practically a dredging scheme. He dif- 
fered to some extent with the very im- 
portant Report, the admirable Report, 
of the Royal Commission, with regard to 
the dredging scheme. Being more or 
less conversant with the river, he felt 
tather doubtful himself as to the pro- 
priety and necessity of a deep narrow 
channel right up into the heart of London. 
He felt that there were many difficulties 
in regard to that scheme besides its 
expense. There was a danger to the 
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river bank. There was also the danger 
of starting running water, and there was 
a still greater danger of starting running 
sand, which he believed would be a very 
difficult matter to deal with. In regard 
to a narrow channel on the river, he had 
had conversations with the dockowners, 
and they told him that at low water 
with a channel only 600 feet wide, 
with ships 600 feet long, very few pilots 
would have the courage, or rather the 
audacity, to bring ships up. These and 
many other considerations with which he 
would not weary the House had led him 
to try to see himself, in a humble way, 
if he could not suggest to the House a 
somewhat humbler scheme, at all events, 
a scheme which had had in the past a 
very great deal of support, the unanimous 
support, of two important inquiries held 
into this subject. 


Giving up this scheme of dredging 
out the river fifteen feet right up to 
London, they found if they went 
lower down they came across a portion 
of the river as to which it had been un- 
animously stated that it was absolutely 
necessary that there should be deep water, 
at least thirty feet. That portion of the 
river, twenty-one and a-half miles, 
extended from the Nore to Gravesend. In 
1896 a Commission was appointed, the 
Lower Thames Navigation Commission, 
whose special duty it was to inquire into 
this portion of the river and to make re- 
commendations. This Lower Thames 
Navigation Commission unanimously re- 
ported that one of the first essentials to 
be provided in the river was a channel 
thirty feet deep and 1,000 feet wide from 
the Nore to Gravesend. The reasons 
they gave for this were, that it would be 
greatly to the interests of the Pert of 
London if anv ship leaving the river 
outward bound could be absolutely 
certain that when it got to Gravesend, 
whatever the state of the tide, it could 
continue its journey, and if howemard 
bound that at the lowest state of the tide 
it could be absolutely certain of getting 
up to Gravesend, in which case they would 
very often save a tide later on. This 
view was supported by all the ship- 
owners who were examined before that 
body. They all expressed themselves 
strongly in favour of the thirty - feet 
channel from the Nore to Gravesend. in 


X 
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addition to that the evidence subse- 
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quently taken by the Royal Commission | 


unanimously endorsed their view that 
there should be a deep-water channel 
up to Gravesend. 
might naturally think that as his vessel 
did not draw much water a deep channel 
from Gravesend outward would not be 
a matter of very great importance to him, 
but some of these short-sea traders took 
rather a wider view of the matter as to 
what might happen. They testified that 
their prosperity depended upon the 
prosperity of the port, that the interests 
of the smaller vessels were bound up to a 
large extent in the interests of the larger 
ships, and that if larger ships came to the 
port there would be more work jor the 
smaller ships to do. They were 
face to face with this fear, that if real 
attempts were not made to improve 
the Port of London, as the trade now 
was to the big vessel, the Port of London 
might lose all those big ships, and a great 
deal of the work now done by the small 
vessels would be driven away with them. 
What he wanted to try to impress on the 
House was that it was perhaps, even for 
shipowners, not a wise thing to take 
& narrow view as regards this matter, 
even if they did not themselves see how 
they were going to benefit by the 
deepening of the river. If the river was 
deep enough at Gravesend it fell in with 
any scheme of developing the port that 
had been brought to the public notice. 
The deepening of the river up to Graves- 
end must be done. Therefore, any 
money which was spent on the river 
below Gravesend, from Gravesend to 
the sea, was money that certainly would 
not be thrown away, but which would 
fall in with any scheme, and not only 
with any scheme but with any body which 
had in time to come to regulate the affairs 
of this port. 


That being the case, he ventured to make 
the following proposition to the House. 
Knowing that the scheme was a large 
scheme, ‘and in some of its aspects nct an 
entirely satisfactory scheme of settling this 
great matter, he ventured to suggest that 
he might be allowed to withdraw all those 
clauses from the Bill which suggested 
interference with the upper river, or with 
the Port of London with regard to dues, 


and merely to retain those clauses which 


Mr, Grenfell, 


The short-sea trader | 


also | 
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would enable the Thames Conservancy 
to carry out this scheme of deepening 
the river from the Nore to Gravesend. 
and also give them the means of obtain- 
ing a certain amount of the expense 
of that deepening. He observed that 
though when he read the evidence given 
before these various Commissions — the 
millowners were unanimous in desiring 
a deep channel, when he talked on the 
subject of payment they were not as 
entirely enthusiastic as they were before. 
An outline of the scheme which he should 
lay before the House was that the Thames 
Conservancy should be empowered to 
borrow £400,000. Their contribution to 
this great work would be that they would 
borrow this great amount of money, 
and would be liatle for the repayment 
of interest and capital. He believed 
the money they borrowed before they 
Lorrowed at 3 per cent. with 1 per 
cent. for sinking fund, which made it 
4 per cent., it amounted to £16,000 
a year contribution from the Thames 
Conservancy for fifty years. Then he 
would ask the shipowners to contribute 
something, not for fifty years but for 
three years, and he believed that during 
the three years they should be able to 
complete the whole of this scheme, so that 
there would be from Gravesend to the 
Nore a channel thirty feet deep at ordinary 
low water spring tide, and 1,000 feet 
in width. As he had already said, the 
only dues which the Thames Conservancy 
levied were dues on ships, ane they were 
at present 3d. coastwise and jd. in and 
out. He would propose at this period 
to double those dues, and make them 
ld. and lid. He need not go through 
the various comparisons of “the ports, 
but he found that in those ports 
which charged dues on goods the charge 
would be a great deal more than those 
increased charges, even with the tonnage 
charge on ships. He thought that would 
be a scheme that at all events would be 
worth while the consideration of this 
House and of a Committee upstairs. 


The position was this : Was nothing to 
be done to the Port of London for the 
next five years? He had proposed a 
scheme which anyhow would fit in with 
any scheme, whatever scheme was carried 
out in time to come. He ventured to 
think that the charges were not great- 
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The charge for three years even on the 
shipowners was not a large charge. The 
first time dues on tonnage were ever 
charged in the Thames was in 1799, 


and that was a temporary charge. 
They were lowered in 1834, and had 
remained at that low figure ever 


since, although the demands on the 
Thames Conservancy had been infinitely 
greater. Nothing could be done to 
improve the Port of London for years 
unless this Bill was considered by the 
Committee upsta’'rs. He ventured to 
think that the House would take a 
favourable view of this business proposal! 
he had put before them, and which the 
House would have the power of re- 
considering when it came back from 
Committee. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 


time.” 


Sir JAMES JOICEY (Durham, Chester- 
le-Street.) said he had listened to the 
very interesting speech of the hon. 
Gentleman who had moved the Second 
teading of this Bill. He was bound to 
say that he had been surprised at the 
changes the hon. Member proposed to 
make in the Bill, and if these were 
carried out his strong opposition to the 
Bill as it now stood would disappear. 
The policy which the hon. Gentleman 
was pursuing was a very wise one, 
because if those changes had not been 
made the most strenuous opposition to 
it would have been offered by those 
whose interests would have been affected. 
He understood that the hon. Gentleman 
was going to abandon altogether all the 
clauses except those which dealt with 
dredging the river from the Nore to 
Gravesend. No one was more anxious 
than he was to see the ports of the 
United Kingdom made thoroughly good. 
He represented a part of the north-east 
coast of England which had spent very 
large sums indeed to improve the rivers. 
He recognised that it was necessary 
tohave good access to the River Thames, 
and to the various docks, and no one, he 
was sure, would grudge a reasonable 
charge, provided they were likely to get 
« good share of the benefit which would 
arise from that expenditure. In his 
part of the country they had a large 
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number of coasters trading from the 
Tyne and from Scotland to London, 
the present depth of the river was 
as much as they required, and they 
felt that it would be rather hard 
that they should be called upon to 
pay a large proportion of expendi- 
ture for the deepening of the river 
mainly because a few large liners might 
have a better access to the docks. 
The people who used the docks ought to 
pay for that. As the liners only used 
the river perhaps once in two months, 
and as the coasters from the Tyne and 
Scotland practically came into the Thames 
every week, the charge put upon them, 
as compared with the large ships, would 
be a very heavy one indeed. He would 
not tie himself as to what would happen 
in Committee upstairs; but after the 
hon. Gentleman’s statement he would be 
disposed to vote for the Second Reading 
of the Bill. He observed, however, that 
a large proportion of the gentlemen on 
the Thames Conservancy were not dues 
payers. He had had experience of that 
kind of thing. There was a time when 
the whole control of the Tyne was in the 
hands of the Newcastle Corporation. 
The people who spent the money which 
they had not to find always spent it in 
their own interests, and almost every 
penny that was got from shipping dues 
was spent in improving the town and not 
the river. An Act was afterwards passed 
appointing a Commission for the Tyne, 
on which half the representation was 
given to the municipalities on the river, 
and half to the dues payers, while three 
were appointed by the Board of Trade 
to hold the balance. He thought that 
the dues payers were entitled to half 
the representation on the Thames Con- 
servancy. 


*Sir W. HART DYKE (ixent, Dart- 
ford) congratulated his hon. friend ne‘ 
merely for the deep iaterest whieh he 
took in the Thames, but also for the 
very lucid explanation he had given of 
the objects he had in view. It seemed 
to him, however, that his hon. friend 
was in considerable difficulty, because 
the changes he proposed would make this 
practically a new Bill, and unless the sail- 
ing-barge interests, which he represented , 
were satisfied on some points they would 
object to sending the Bill upstairs. The 
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cement and other trade from the|of deepening the river. The same 
Medway, which was the largest in| held good of the Tyne. It was, more 


the county of Kent, represented almost 
exclusively the sailing and other barges 
plying to and from the Thames, and it 
would be a serious thing if the dues on 
these barges were doubled. Many of these 
barges also were engaged in carrying raw 
material up to the docks to be converted 
into manufactured goods. A Return was 
obtained by the Thames Conservancy 
of the number of these barges, and in one 


week in October last no less than 
2,005 passed and repassed Graves- 
end. The barges were mainly en- 


gaged in the cement industry, which 
gave employment to something like 
10,000 men, and it was estimated that 
the proposed charges upon them would | 
mean an extra burden of from £1.00 to 
£2,000 a year. That was a serious burden 
on an industry already in great difficulties 
2s regarded foreign competition, and in 
which those engaged could now scarcely 
keep their heads above water. 


*Mr. RUNCIMAN (Dewsbury) said he 
thought the hon. Gentleman was to be 
congratulated on having dropped three- 
fourths of his Bill. The only serious 
objection taken so far to the proposal 
as it now stood was from the right hon. | 
Member for Dartford. He quite under- 
stood the class of traffic to which the 
right hon. Gentleman referred, and he 
would remind the right hon. Gentie- | 
man that all barges under forty-five tons 
register could enter the Thames without 
paying mooring dues or dock dues; so 
that it was only vessels over forty-five 
tons which were likely to be touched | 
by the proposal of the Thames Con- 
servancy as it now stood. He was 
sure that the great improvements made | 
in the rivers of Scotland or England 
could not have been carried out suc- 
cessfully if all the vessels frequenting 
these rivers had not contributed to their 
upkeep. The Clyde had been dredged 
to a great depth up to Glasgow 
at enormous expense. Only seventy | 
years ago the Clyde was a muddy 
stream which at Glasgow it was possible | 
to wade across. Now, vessels drawing | 
thirty feet could go up to Glasgow, but | 
all the vessels using the Clyde drawing | 
nine or ten feet of water and upwards 
had contributed their quota to the work 
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only Clauses 3, 4, 9, and 10. 


over, obvious that any general extension 
of the trade of the Port of London would 
benefit the smaller vessels also. He was 
glad to hear that the hon. Gentleman 
in charge of the Bill was going to 
drop the scheme for tinkering with the 
That body could 
not be maintained as at present. There 
should be a new port authority repre- 
senting all the users of the river. In 
regard to the financial proposals, he 
trusted that the principle laid down 
in the Bill of throwing all the new dues 
received on shipping exclusively would 
not be regarded as a permanent precedent 
for the future. The period of fifty years 
for the repayment of loans for dredging 
was absurd. No one could maintain 
that the work from Gravesend to the 
Nore would not have to be redredged 
at least every ten not every fifty years. 
He thought these financial proposals 
were unsound, and would not be 
tolerated in the case of any municipal 
scheme. 


Mr. DAVID MORGAN (Essex, Wal- 
thamstow) said he understood that the 
Bill which they were asked to give a 
Second Reading to was to consist of 
As chair- 
man of a dock company which had just 
spend £1,000,000 on new entrances they 
naturally wanted more water. They 
looked upon this movement as the begin- 
ning of the work, and they hoped to see 
not only a deep-water channel from the 
Nore to Gravesend, but in the higher 
reaches of the river also. He thought 
the hon. Gentleman was very well 
advised in altering the Bill, because as 
originally introduced it would have been 


/most strenuously opposed by most of 


the users of the Port of London. There 
was an important question regarding the 
safety of the banks when dredging took 
place. In the county of Essex there 
was a large stretch of land which was 
below the level of the river and which 
would be flooded if due care was not 
taken to prevent the weakening of the 
banks of the river, and he hoped that 
the Committee upstairs would see that, 
in carrying out the work of dredging to 
an extra depth, the banks would be 
properly protected. 
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Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea) said tenths of this bad Bill had _ been 
that the Thames Conservancy was jettisoned, and the chairman had been 
to be congratulated on its new thrown over with it. The only proposal 
official representative ; and, personally, was that the Thames Conservancy should 
he congratulated that body on be allowed to spend £400,000 on dredging 
the change of its chairman, who the river from the Nore to Gravesend, 
had made a_ bad Bill a_ little and to get that money back they pro- 
better. So far so good; but they must 
not allow their congratulations to 
the new chairman to carry them 


into depths of unsound finance. He 
could not help being struck by the speech 
of the new chairman of the Thames Con- 
servancy when he said despairingly, cer- 
tainly feelingly, “Is nothing to be done 
for the Port of London?” Why did he 
not say that a year ago, when the Govern- 
ment introduced a Port of London Bill ? 
Then the Thames Conservancy had an 
opportunity of getting what they were 
asking for now in the remnant of this Bill, 
the effect of which would have been not 
only to benefit large ships from the Nore 
to Gravesend, but which have benefited 
the small vessels which carried cargo 
from Gravesend to Teddington Lock. 
But many members of the Thames Con- 
seryancy had done their best to oppose 
the Government Bill, and it had been 
dropped. Another body brought in a 
Bill—he meant the London County Coun- 
cil—the object of which was to carry out 
what the Government proposed to do, 
but to do it under circumstances where 
London, as a whole, would contribute 
more from the common treasury towards 
the improvement of the river, and the 
result of which would have been a 
smaller charge on goods than was 
proposed in this attenuated Bill. 


The Thames Conservancy had always 


pursued a  dog-in-the-manger _ policy 
on this subject. He, himself, 
on the Rivers Committee of the 


London County Council, had moved a 
resolution to make a free gift of 
£2,500,000 for the improvement of the 
river, so important did he believe was 
it that the Port of London should be 
developed. But that proposal was not 
received as it might have been. Both 
the Government and the County Council’s 
Bills had been cast aside, and now the 
Thames Conservancy came forward 
tardily with a Bill of their own, nine- 
tenths of which had to be jettisoned. 
What had happened was that nine- 


posed to double their dues on shipping. 
That, of course, was a matter for the 
shipowners to fight out with the Thames 
Conservancy, but, in his opinion, the 
doubling of the dues would affect some 
interests far more prejudicially than 
the promoters of the Bill were inclined 
to admit. If they were going to improve 
the River Thames to the extent of the 
demands made upon it, £400,000 was a 
miserably inadequatesum for that purpose. 
Why should that part of the river from 
Gravesend to Teddington Lock be 
ignored ? He conceded that this project 
would admit a large number of sbips from 
the Nore to Gravesend, but there were a 
large number of ships of betweer 1,00) 
and 3,000 tonnage that did a great deal 
of trade who would not be benefitted. 
He alluded to the smaller class of crafts 
which traded between Gravesend and 
Battersea, which carried north country 
coal to the Beckton Gas Works and the 
South Metropolitan Gas Works, also to 
the colliers carrying 900 tons up to Nine 
Elms and Battersea. All these vessels 
would have to contribute to the doubl- 
duty on shipping while they would get 
absolutely no advantage or benefit from 
this expenditure, which would be laid out 
for the benefit of the liner. ‘ Th» liner 
was a lady,” and as usual the lady was 
going to have the best of the bargain. 
But the bulk of the regular trade was 
done not ty large vessels but by these 
small ships. He hoped if the Bill was 
allowed to go to a Committee that these 
points world be considered, as he was 
sure that the wharfingers, the gas works, 
and the electric lighting companies, wao 
did not depend upon the big steamers for 
their coal, wovld between now and next 
year get up an agitation against the very 
large vessels having a monopoly of the 
result of all this expenditure while those 
vessels which used the river most and 
paid the most rates did not get an equit- 
able share of the benefits conferred by 
the Act. This was only one of the many 
anomalies which he might point out. He 
had no prejudice against the dredging 
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of the river, ky whomsoever it was done, 
but he did not wish the members of the 
Thames Conservancy to humbug them- 
selves into the idea that the outlay of 
£400,000 was going to put the Thames 
in proper order. London owed a great 
debt tc the chai.man of the Thames Con- 
servancy for the great attention he had 
given to the River Thames, but he would 
put the point to him that even supposing 
they spent £400,000 in dredging it thirty 
feet deep what was to prevent silting 
down, which would cause them to spend 
three or four times the amount now con- 
templated. 


All the difficulty arose because the 
authorities had not the courage to do 
what they ought to have done. The 
Governinent introduced a_ Bill which 
dealt with the River Thames from above 
bridge and below bridge as one whole, 
aid asked not for £400,000 but for 
£2,000,000 or £3,000.000. If that had 
been done they would have got a good 
river and adequate dredging from the 
Nore up to Teddington Lock. London 
did rot ask for anything extravagant— 
nothing like what Antwerp and Bristol 
were doing. These two ports were spend- 
ing ten times as much as London on their 
rivers and ports, which had not the 


physical or natural advantage which 
Father Thames had. The Thames 


Conservancy, however, would not agree 
with the Government measure and they 
also would have nothing to do with the 
County Council, but they brought in a 
Bill intrinsically bad and they asked Mem- 
bers of the House to let some portion of it 
through, because they al] knew that this 
neglect of the dredging of the river—that 
this dilly-dallying with the River Thames 
was a commercial menance to the Port of 
London, and that this little concession 
which was to be given to the Thames 
Conservancy or to its new chairman was 
one which would have to be renewed two 
vears, or at all events five or six years, 
hence. Their action hitherto had been 
miserably inadequate to bring the river 
up to a reasonable standard of depth and 
efficiency but, being a county councillor, 
he was a reasonable man. Coming from 
Spring Gardens, one was_ necessarily 
charitable and tolerant, and he was dis- 
posed to vote for the proposal of the new 
chairman upon one condition, viz., that 
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he did not alter the personnel or the 
constitution, that he abandoned every- 
thing in the Bill except the £400,000 
for dredging, and that he would put in jn 
Committee a provision by which the 
owners of the smaller vessels should be 
equally protected with the owners of the 
larger vessels which used the lower reaches, 
If he would do that, then he was not 
disposed to vote against him. He said 
this, however, to the Government, thet 
whatever the hon. Member who intro- 
duced this Bill did, a_ tremendous 
responsibility rested upon the Board 
of Trade. With all its shortcomings 
and defects, we had the largest port 
in the world and 15,000,000 tons 
coming from all corners of the earth 
and from every sea and region entered 
it, and he believed that if we had a port 
worthy of its name and the river we had, 
that 15,000,000 ought to be 22,000,000 
within the next five years. Yet the 
Government, filled with the craven fear 
of being great, because Sir F. Dixon- 
Hartland held a blunderbuss at their 
heads. ran away and neglected their 
Imperial duty and their commercial 
liabilities. 
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What were they going to do with 
this Bill? Were they going to regard 
this miserable proposal as the last 
word on the port and river of London! 
If so, they were evading their duty. 
Their duty was to take this little Bill 
as a last concession to a dying body— 
a body which he would, if he had his way, 
take out to the Nore to-morrow and 
drown without the least compunction. 
Were the Government going to regard 
this little Bill as entirely a temporary 
concession to tide over a temporary 
difficulty until the Board did what they 
were authorised to do, and that was, 
look at this question from the Imperiel 
point of view? They had hitherto been 
looking at it from the point of view 
of pettifogging vestrymen, who had 
a ditch to look after instead of the 
finest river in the world. Were the 
Government going to treat this as the 
final word or as a mere temporary ex- 
pedient ? He could assure the Govern- 
ment that if they did not do something 
for dredging, deepening, and improving 
the river they would, three or four yeals 
hence, be confronted by the hon. Member 
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for Walthamstow, the hon. Member for 
Tilbury, and others, who would unite 
tosave London from a Government which 
had been too feeble in promoting the 
interests of the river, and had not 
had the moral courage to face its respon- 
sibilities. But he saw from the general 
attitude of the representative of the 
Board of Trade tha: they were going to 
adopt his view, and that they would place 
this Bill as a temporary expedient in 
the hands of the Thames Conservancy to 
yetover a difficulty. If the Government 
took that view, and it was the only 
statesmanlike view, he would not oppose 
the Bill. He hoped, however, that the 
Government would see that the officers 
of the Thames Conservancy, more dis- 
ngenuous than the chairmen, did not 
use the measure to fasten the Thames 
Conservancy on the London river and the 
London port. If the Government would 
view the Bill as he did, as merely helping 
lame dogs over a stile, and enabling the 
Thames Conservancy to justify its 
existence for the next two years, he was 
willing to vote for the Second Reading. 


*Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 8.) 
sald he had supported the Government 
Kill for this purpose, and also the Bill of 
the London County Council, and he was 
glad to say that he could support that 
the residue of this proposal should go 
t) the Committee. This question was 
vital to the interests of London as a port. 
Unless London was made a deep anda 
cheap port they would soon be lament- 
ing not only the languishing, but 
departing, trade, and the commercial 
pre-eminence which London had hitherto 
enjoyed. ‘There was one advantage in 
regard to the discussion of the previous 
Bills, London and the House had at last 
realised that it was not a question whether 
the trade of London had been somewhat 
increasing, but it was a question of what 
might have been the increase of trade 
in London, as at other ports both at 
home and abroad, if proper facilities had 
been given. The trade of the port of 
London suffered a slight decrease last 
year, although previously there had been 
slight increases, and the shipping ha 
nearly doublgd during the last thirty 
years. The trade of Antwerp, how- 
ever, had doubled in the last ten years, 
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He remembered the chairman of the 
Thames Conservancy advising his col- 
leagues to go to Antwerp, and if they did 
he was sure they would be astonished 
at what had been accomplished. There 
was now a deepened and straightened 
river and excellent access to the port, 
and there was at this mornent a proposal 
to spend £10,000,000 more money on 
diverting and straightening the river 
at the last awkward bend into 
Antwerp itself. That would make 
Antwerp the best port in the whole 
world, and they had to take care that 
London was similarly armed, and that 
our port was made accessible and con- 
venient, with one port authority char.ed 
with its equipment and the management 
of its trade. 


One recommendation of this Bill as 
it now stood was the withdrawal of 
the proposed dues on goods, The London 
Chamber of Commerce had fought this 
question of keeping London a_ free 
port in the Courts and in Parliament 
for many years, and this was the most 
important consideration. They notonly, 
as he had said, wanted a deep port but 
a cheap port, such as Hull was com- 
pared with London even for delivery on 
to quiy. The Bill now became nearly 
: pure Conservancy Bill, and though it 
only dealt with one section of the river 
the other sections would have to be 
dealt with, but the Bill was consistent 
with that. He understood from his 
hon, friend that ths proposal to repeal 
the present exemption from taxation of 
smail vessels below forty-five tons would 
not now be dealt with by this Bill. It 
vas a wellestablished-exemption, and he 
thought it was based upon a correct 
principle. ‘The very small coasting and 
trading vessels which dealt with a very 
large amount of the cement and other 
of the Medway and Coastwise trades of 
London should not contribute like the 
larger vessels. At any rate, they should 
not contribute in the same degree as the 
larger vessels, to which this dredging 
of the channel was absclutely essential, 
a differentiation for Which there was a 
precedent at Liverpool. He understood 
that his hon. friend would not insist 
upon the repeal of the exemption, and, 
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therefore, and upon that understanding 
which he had given him personally, and 
which he was glad to hear he now 
confirmed, he heartily supported this 
measure, which he believed would be 
a great step in the direction of making 
London a modern port. 


Tue PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY ro roe BOARD or TRADE 
(Mr. Bonar Law, Glasgow, Black- 


friars), as representing the Board of 
Trade, said that they had considered 
this Bill and had come to the conclusion 
that it must be opposed, and not only so 
but they had intimated to the various 
public bodies who had the right to ask 
their opinion that it was their intention 
to prevent the Bill being passed. He 
did not feel, however, that the pledge 
given in regard to the Bill bound him 
at all in regard to these proposals of his 
hon. friend. Everyone would agree that 
it was not the same Bill. He should 
like, if his hon. friend would permit 
him, to add to the congratulations which 
had already been bestowed upon him 
not only on account of his speech but 
still more for the credit which he deserved 
for having made a proposal which was 
really practical, and with the principle 
of which nearly all were in agreement. 
He felt, however, this difficulty, that 
owing to circumstances, for which the 
hon. Member was not in the least to 
blame, they did not have notice of the 
present proposal in time to consider 
it on its merits, but he dared say that 
there were many objections which they 
would have realised more fully if they had 
had time to thoroughly go into the matter. 
It was therefore for the House to 
decide whether or not this scheme 
deserved to be sent up to a Committee 
to be considered on its merits—personally, 
he thought it did. He was not going to 
reply at any length to the remarks of 
the hon. Member for Battersea. 
The hon. Member said that he 
would be glad if in regard to this 
question they adopted his advice; well, 
they did so. Another thing which 
rather pleased him in the hon. Member’s 
speech was that although he said a great 
many hard things about the Government, 
he did not go quite the length that he 
went with regard to the Thames Con- 
servancy, and did not propose to take 
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them out and drown them. He gathered 
that it was a metaphorical expression, 
even in regard to the Thames Con- 
servancy, though the hon. Member seemed 
to intimate that he had been doing his 
best to do the same in regard to the 
Government, but they on that side 
might have the satisfaction of knowing 
that there would be a good deal more 
dredging to be done before the hon. 
Member could succeed in his object. 
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Sir CARNE RASCH (Essex, Chelms- 
ford) said that certainly the London 
County Council were not possessed of the 
craven fear of being great as the hon. Mem- 
ber said of the Government. Although the 
Government had spoken, he hoped the 
House would allow a man who had 
represented Tilbury Docks and _ the 
estuary of the Thames for fourteen yeare 
to say a few words. He thought it was 
rather hard that a trade which had not 
been consulted, and which did not want 
this deepening of the channel, should be 
made to pay for it. He alluded to the 
lighters and barges used in connection 
with the cement trade, of which there 
were about a thousand. They plied up 
and down the river drawing about seven 
feet of water, and they would get no 
benefit out of the change which was 
proposed. It was all very well for 
coal tramps and ocean liners which went 
to Tilbury Dock. They got advantage 
and they shouid pay for it. In the 
distressful county in which he had a 
seat one of the few successful trades was 
the cement trade on the banks of the 
Thames, and the members of that trade 
would receive with considerable dis- 
favour any proposition of this kind. 
or any attempt to penalise them. Then 
as to sea walls, he might point out that a 
great part of the county of Essex was 
below the level of the German Ocean, 
and sea walls were necessary for their 
salvation. In the division he repre- 
sented frequently in the middle of the 
night people used to be called up te 
repair the sea wall lest they should be 
drowned. On the estuary of the 
Thames the sea wall played a very 
important part. No man would know- 
ingly take a farm with a sea wall upon 
it, and no man would take a farm 
when the sea wall was liable to the back- 
wash of steamers passing up and down 
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which they had not had before, but which 
they would have now. He thought the 
two classes he had mentioned should be 
specially protected. 


*Sir JOHN BRUNNER (Cheshire, 
Northwich) said he was heartily glad 
that there was to be an improvement in 
the River Thames, and he was very sorry 
that the Government apparently took 
so little interest in the matter. He had 
declared in that House more than once 
that he was very uired of the squandering 
of our national funds in different parts 
ot the earth, and if the Government 
a good many years ago had made up 
their minds to improve the Thames 
instead of building a railway in Uganda, 
the Empire would have been greater 
to-day. He had to thank the chairman 
ut the Thames Conservancy for bringing 
in this Bill, though he hoped he would 
forgive him for saying that the Thames 
Conservancy, as at present constituted, 
was not a body which should do the work. 
The House did not realise that the duties 
of the Thames Conservancy extended 
from keeping ditches in Gloucestershire 
in a sanitary condition down to the 
superintendence of the shrimping at 
Gravesend. We should never get this 
work done in a business-like way until 
we divided the Thames into two juris- 
dictions, with Teddington Lock as the 
dividing point. The Thames above and 
helow that point was entirely different 
in its character. The Thames where it 
was a pleasure resort ought to be governed 
hy a separate body and not by one which 
was interested in the London Docks and 
intrade, An hon. Member who had spoken 


a Tew minutes before spoke of the work | 


which had been done at Antwerp, but 
the samme story could be told about 
every nation in Europe, about our 
Colonies, and about the United States. 
Everywhere in the world except here the 
Whole nation worked together. It was 
“all for all,” and he hoped he might 
live to see the day when the House 
would rise to the height of their great 
responsibility, and that they would one 
and all join together in working for the 
benefit of the trade at home. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
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Bill. 


Bill read a second time, and com- 
mitted. 


Captain JESSEL (St. Pancras, 8.) 
said he would not occupy them more than 
a minute in moving the instruction of 
which he had given notice. The clause 
from which the instruction was taken 
was embodied in the Port of London Bill 
which passed the Hybrid Committee. 
He therefore hoped the House would 
accept his Motion. He begged to move. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTSON (Hack- 


ney, 8.) seconded the Motion. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That it be an instruction to the Com- 
mittee on the Bill to insert a clause to 
provide that the Conservators of the 
River Thames shall make compensation 
to all persons whose property or works 
are damaged by or in consequence of 
any operations of the Conservators in 
connection with dredging or otherwise 
deepening and improving the channels 
within the limits defined by the Bill, and 
to provide that any dispute or difference 
arising therefrom shall be settled by 
arbitration under the Arbitration Act, 
1889.”—(Captain Jessel.) 


Mr JOHN BURNS appealed tothe 
House not to support the instruction. 
The residue of the Bill ought to go to 
the Committee unconditionally. The 
practice of moving instructions to Com- 
mittees had gone too far, and in this 
case it was both unreasonable and un- 
fair. 


Question put, and negatived. 


FINANCE BILL. 


[SEcoND READING.] 

Order read, for resuming adjourned 
debate on Question [15th May], * That 
the Bill be now read a second time.’ 


Question again proposed. 


*Mr. CHANNING, resuming his speech, 
said the main issue he desired to bring 
before the House was the relative in- 
cidence of taxation upon different classes 
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oftaxpayers. The additional expenditure | to raise so vast a sum without a 


of £50,0.0,C000 a year had been estimated 
to involve extra taxation to the extent 
of a penny per working day upon every 
man, woman, and child in the country. 
To the women employed in “closing” 


Army boots whose case had recently | 


been brought to the notice of the 
House, whose wages were 6s. a week, 
this meant that one-twelfth of their 


wages was taken as a contribution to- | 


wards the expenses of the State, or the 
equivalent of an income-tax of 18d. in 
the £. This, it should be remembered, 
was simply for the additional expenditure 
of the last few years apart from other 
taxes. Allowing for the repayment of 
apital charges for military and naval 
works, the total expenditure on war and 
armaments during the last ten years 
amounted to soriething like £400,000,000. 
Through the policy of war, expansion, and 
reckless Imperialism, the whole of that 
money had been thrown into the sea. 
Placed at 5 per cent. the mere interest on 
‘hat sum would have provided universal 
old-age pensions for ever without any 
iurther appeal to the taxpayer. In- 
vested in small holdings at rents repre- 
senting 2 or 3 per cent. on the outlay, 
:t would have added immensely to the 
happiness of the people and provided 
a revenue more than sufficient to clear 
away the sugar tax. Or if the interest 
had been applied to the relief of rates, 
one of the most pressing grievances of the 
people might have been removed for ever 
so far as the majority of the large towns 
were concerned. ‘These were tremendous 
iacts. The whole of this fund had been 
throwninto the abyss of extravagance,and 
not one penny would ever be recovered. 
\nd what had been the effect of the ex- 
travagance of the Government upon the 
value of securities 4 On Consols and the 
chief railway and colonial stocks there 
iad been a decrease of some 26 per cent., 
which meant that in capital values an in- 


come of £10,000 in 1898 was now repre- | 
For that the | 


sented by only £7,400. 
wealthy had to thank the Government. If 
that were the effect on the rich, how much 
more serious was the effect on the poor. 

if the 


Even increased expenditure 


sciqntific investigation and thorough 
| readjustment of the incidence of taxa- 
_ tion upon those who felt the burden most 
severely. It was no answer to say that 
‘the nation was rich enough. Even if 
that were true, how could it be just for 
the Government to go on increasing the 
burden without any regard for the people 


upon whom the burden pressed with 
unexampled and cruel severity. The 
small income-tax payers, and such 


people as those who made trousers at 
2id. per pair, had a tremendous claim 
for consideration. There had been 
not only reckless extravagance, bui 
a cruel negligence of the fact that they 
were asking the poor man to pay for 
extravagance which could enrich only the 
wealthy speculators and capitalists whose 
fortunes were advanced by adventures 
abroad. Income-tax payers, at any rate, 
knew what they were paying. 
sive Chancellors of the Exchequer had 
declared that the income-tax ought not to 
be raised or maintained at so higha figure 
without some further extension of exeimp- 
tions to persons of small incomes, and, 
as in former years, he should 
strongly for some consideration oi the 
claims of the small income-tax payers 
for further relief. The so-called equit- 
able division between direct and indirect 


Succes- 


press 


taxation was an absolute and trans 
parent fallacy. What did it matter 
Whether indirect taxation was 95 or 49 


per cent. of the whole? What had to 
be considered was the proportion of in- 
come paid by the individual to the ex- 
penses of the State. 

The recent Board of Trade inquiries 
into the wages and expenditure of 
‘tne working classes afforded an admuir- 
able means of testing the actual incidence 
of indirect taxation. The Blue-book 
contained a very large number of family 
budgets, from which it appeared that 
upon wages of 21s. a week, the duties 
payable on tea, coffee, and sugar alone 
amounted to nearly 7d., or an income- 
tax of 6-3d. in the £. On wages of 52s. 
‘the same duties amounted to 1ld., re- 
| presenting an income-tax of 4}d. But 
ves corresponding duties in the case of 
wealthy people represented an income- 


could be justified on the ground that! tax of only a penny in the pound on an 


the, total wealth of the community 
had increased, it was absolutely unjust 


Mr. Channing. 


income of £1,500, of $d. in the £ on mn- 
'comes between £3,000 and £4,000, and 
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of 4d. in the £ on incomes of £20,000. 
Those figures illustrated the enormous 
pressure of indirect taxation upon the 
poor. Having regard to the enormously 
greater pressure of indirect taxation upon 
the poor, and especially upon the lowest 
grades of the wage-earning classes, it 
was an intolerable injustice that taxa- 
tion should be raised to so high a point 
without some scientific inquiry into its 
incidence or the establishment of some 
machinery by which the pressure upon 
the poor might be mitigated. The 
enormous burdens imposed by the pre- 
sent rate of expenditure were not only 
ruinous to the country as a whole, but 
they pressed with such intolerable in- 
justice upon certain sections of the com- 
munity that he wondered the people did 
10t rebel against them. 


*Mr. JOHN WILSON (Falkirk Burghs) 
desired to associate himself with those 
who had protested against the growing 
expenditure of the country. The fact 
that the ordinary expenditure of the 
country, not only on the Army and 
Navy, bet on a'l the branches of 
the s:rvice had risen by over £50,000,000 


in ten years was viewed with pro- 

found dissatisfaction throughout the 

country and had done more than 

almost anything else to alienate the 
oy Tear: 

people from the Unionist cause. 


With regard to the proposal of the 
noble Lord the Member for Ealing that 
an inner Committee of the Cabinet 
should be constituted to check expendi- 
ture, the record of the Cabinet in the 
matter of expenditure connected with 
the South African War was such that 
the country would have no con- 
fidence in their ability to form an effec- 
tive check. A committee of business 
men, who had conducted great enterprises 
successfully, and whose whole training 
had been a matter of saving and reduc- 
ing expenditure, would be a far better 
body for the purpose. Such men were 
available if only their services were 
sought ; they desired no place or reward, 
but simply to place their experience 
and services at the disposal of the coun- 
try. There was a feeling of deep dissatis- 
faction among the people that the Trans- 
vaal war contribution of £30,000,000 did 
not appear in the Finance Bill of the pre- 
sent year, and that the Government had 
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not made that payment part and parcel 
of the new Constitution. It had been 
obtained from Parliament on the express 
condition that it would be repaid, and 





the late Colonial Secretary had ex- 
pressly stated that it would be. The 
money ought to have been paid 


long ago, 
sociated himself 
of his hon. friends 
any demand being made upon the 
Transvaal for payment. In opposition 
to their views he preferred to take the 
opinion of the highest experts as to the 


and on this point he dis- 
entirely from those 
who deprecated 


riches of the Transvaal. From the 
highest sources calculations had been 
o 

made that £2,781,000,000 sterling of 


gold had been proved to exist by borings 
in the Transvaal, which was ny esi at 
the present output, to last for 150 years. 
He had no hesitation in saying that the 
Transvaal was able to pay not only 
£30,000,000, but “£100,000,000. By the 
substitution of British for Boer rule 
a saving was being effected in the 
Transvaal of £4,860,000 a year. The 
Transvaal gold mineowners had got that, 
but where was the indemnity? This 
indemnity ought to have been paid by 
this time. 


He regretted that no proposal had 
been made to abolish the coal ex- 
port duty, and this in spite of the 
condemnation of this tax by the Roval 
Commission appointed to consider the 


whole question. He heard on a 
former occasion the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Bristol, when 


Chancellor of the Exchequer, advance 
his reasons for imposing the duty on 


coal, and he stated that they were 
getting perilously near exhausting their 


coal supply. What did they find? The 
Royal Commission had concluded that 
there was at the present time a coal 
supply which would last this country 
“ the present rate of output of 

230,000.090 tons yearly for not less 
th: in 450 years, and with other forms of 
fuel now being used the probable duration 
of the supply might be considerably 
extended. The Royal Commission had 
also reported against the export duty 
on coal. The facts he had_ stated 
showed that there was absolutely 
no need to restrict the exportation of 
coal. The price of coal had fallen 
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since the duty was imposed by 4s. 
and 5s. a ton, and they were losing 
a large proportion of the export coal 
trade of this country. To France alone 
last year 432,000 tons of coal less were 
sent from this country whilst Germany 
had sent 500,000 tons more to France 
during the same period. That fact alone 
showed the great injury which was being 
caused to the coal trade. The tax was a 
very beavy direct tax upon labour, for 
it should be remembered that 800,000 
persons were employed in the coal trade, 
and they were paid £40,000,000 sterling 


li wages annually. That was a fact 
which ought to have mace hon, Mem- 


bers think twice before imposing an ex- 
port duty. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Bristol stated that al- 
though freights had gone up yet the 
prices of coal had also kept up, and there- 
fore argued that they could qu.te easily 
bezr another shilling of export duty. He 
would give the House the converse of 
that, because now the rate of freight had 
fallen 50 per cent., and yet the price of 
coal had fallen as well. He thought they 
had a right to ask why the Government 
had not considered the abolition of this 
duty, which was an interference with the 
principles of free trade, in fact, it was 
a direct preferential tariff in favour of 
foreign as compared with British coal. 
For these reasons he entered his protest 
against the Bill. 


*Mr. JOSEPH WALTON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Barnsley) said that nat‘o: al ex- 
penditure was not in any sense a Party 
question, and the object 01 both sides of 
the House ought to be to secure for the 
overburdened British taxpayer the best 
value for his money. Judging by the 
number of empty benches on both sides 
of the House, when they were consider- 
ing a Finance Bill, which provided 7 
an expenditure of £161,000,000 sterling, 
it was certainly true that this House had 
become defunct, and the sooner it was 
reinvigorated by a general «lection the 
better it would be for economy and 
retrenchment in national expenditure. 
This question of increase in expenditure 
was one which it was their duty to 
examine even in the presence of empty 
benches. An increase in ten :ers of 
£58,000,000 in a time of peace was cer- 
tainly a matter that ought to cause great 

Mr. John Wilson. 
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alarm. This year the normal expenditure 
was £10,500,000 greater than it was in 
1902-3. A great many powerful arguments 
had been advanced in favour of more 
rapidly reducing the National Debt in order 
to restore their national credit. He was 
still more anxious that they should re- 
duce national expenditure, which was, 
after all, the foundation of national 
debt. Reference had been made to the 
increase of £6,000,000 upon the Educa- 
tion Vote. It might be true that they 
were not getting value for their money 
in regard to this increased expenditure 
upon education, but having regard to the 
enormous increase in the expenditure 
upon the Army and Navy from £35,500,000 
to £71,250,000 in time of peace, he 
submitted that this increase in the 
iducation Vote was insignificant, and in 
his opinion the money spent upon educa- 
tion was the best spent money in the 
whole of the Budget. That reminded 
him of an incident at a Scotch election, 
Wuere the candidate was heckled by 
being asked— 

‘*Am I to understand, Sorr, that whilst you 
are prepared to spend £31,000,000 over ‘the 
Army and Navy, you are only willin’ to spend 
£8,000,000 on education—that is, £31,000,000 


for blawin’ brains oot and only £8,000,000 for 
pittin’ brains in.’ 


588 


It was upon maintaining a high standard 
of education that the prosperity of a 
country mainly depended, both com- 
mercially and otherwise. They had heard 
a great deal lately of fiscal proposals to 


| promote the commercial prosperity of 


this country, but what they were more 
in need of was to have set up a higher 
and more efficient system of education. 
He hoped that the expenditure upon 
education would not be stinted, and that 
expenditure upon the Army and Navy 
would go down. They had jad from the 
Prime Minister the other day an interest- 
ing statement in regard to the Com- 


mittee of Defence. He should have 
thought that that Committee would 
not only have had to put before the 


House hypothetically cases of possible 
attempts at invasion, and the view 
taken by the Government of India as 
to the defence of the North - West 
Frontier, but that they would also 
have put before them some statement 
as to how to provide for the defence of 
the Empire at the least possible cost 
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to the taxpayers of this country, and 
also have indicated how they could 
reduce the enormous expenditure upon 
the Army and Navy, which had now 
reached £71,250,000. It was a remark- 
able fact that while the expenditure 
on the British Army had gone up during 
the last fifteen years no less than 
£16,000,000 sterling, on the other hand 
the expenditure of the armies of France 
and Germany combined had diminished 
£5,500,000 during the same _ period. 
Not only had they to consider the 
interests of the taxpayers of this country, 
but they had also to pay some regard 
to the taxpayers of India. He would 
suggest to the Prime Minister that the 
attention of the Imperial Defence 
Committee might very well have been 
directed not only to the question of 
Russia passing through Afghanistan— 
that great mountainous region—in her 
advance upon India, but also to the 
question as to whether it was not ad- 
visable to further safeguard British 
interests in Persia, because it was through 
Persia that Russia would advance if she 
advanced at all. 


Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: The hon. 
Member is not in order in discussing that 
subject now. 


*Mr. JOSEPH WALTON said he 
thought the debate at the morning sitting 
was allowed to extend to the speech of 
the Prime Minister, and it would be 
remembered that the question of the 
defence of India and Canada was con- 
siderably debated. 


Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Yes, it 
is true that those questions were debated, 
but it was in regard to the expenditure 
upon the Army. 


*Mr. JOSEPH WALTON said he was 
only pointing out that the best way to 
meet the danger of an invasion of India 
by Russia was to safeguard and maintain 
British interests in Persia. 


Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Order, 
order! I hope the hon. Member will not 
continue arguing with the Chair. 


*Mr. JOSEPH WALTON said _ that 
what they needed was a much more 
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stringent examination of national ex- 
penditure in every department. They 
had been promised a day for the discussion 
of expenditure on the Public Accounts 
Committee, and he would like the Prime 
Minister to inform them when he was 
prepared to grant that dav. The Com- 
mittee on National Expenditure in 1902 
made a strong recommendation that in 
order to reduce excessive expenditure 
each of the four great classes of Esti- 
mates should be considered, one class 
being taken each year, and they recom- 
mended that those Estimates should be 
subjected to the closest examination. 
That recommendation had not been 
acted upon. There was no question 
whatever now that the expenditure upon 
the Army and Navy had risen to a point 
at which they were not getting value for 
their money. The late Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had stated that the amount 
of money spent upon the Army might 
safelv be reduced if the War Office only 
laid out the money to the best advantage, 
and in this way the strength of the Army 
could be increased. 


With regard to the financial state- 
ment he found that the revenue last 
year, but for the fact that the expen- 
diture was £924,000 less than the 
estimate, and the fact that £800,000 
of arrears of income-tax were got in 
amounting together to £1,750,000, instead 
of a surplus of £1,400,000, they would 
have had to face a deficit of £300,000. 
The Estimates for this year showed a 
reduction of £3,500,000 in regard to the 
Navy, and yet there had been no reduction 
in national expenditure. They needed 
a more definite and fuller statement as 
to how it came about when the country 
was groaning beneath the burden of 
taxation that some greater effort had 
not been made to reduce the expenditure 
upon the Army and in other directions 
in order to lessen the great burden which 
the trade and commerce of this country 
was suffering under. This expenditure 
was largely unproductive, and it limited 
the productive power of the people in 
a way that was most injurious to the 
prosperity of the home trade. They 
were told that the remedy was to criticise 
the Estimates more than they did, but 
the House would recollect that when 
they attempted to do that they were 
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closured and millions of money were 
passed through every year in this way 
without being criticised in this House. 
They would never secure retrenchment 
until some more earnest effort was 
made by the House when considering 
the Estimates and when considering the 
Finance Bill to insist upon reductions. 
Although the first £10,000,000 of the 
Transvaal loan had not been paid, he 
thought the Government might very 
well direct their attention to making 
the Transvaal and the Orange Free 
State bear the cost of the British garrison 
now quartered there. Did they wish 
to treat India worse than South Africa @ 
India paid the entire cost of the British 
garrison. Why should South Africa not 
pay the £2,500,000 which was spent upon 
the British garrison which was maintained 
in South Africa for the benefit of the 
people there ? 


The coal tax had been referred to, and 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer had ex- 
pressed the opinion that a more suitable 
occasion to deal with that question 
would be in Committee. Perhaps he 
might be allowed to state that he intended 
putting down a new clause on the Com- 
mittee stage of this Bill dealing with 
that question, and therefore he would 
not deal further with that subject to- 
night. The coal tax was a tax upon 
export coal only and no corresponding 
tax was put upon any other great in- 
dustry. The coal tax was obviously 
and flagrantly unjust, and other means 
might be found for raising revenue, while 
this and indirect taxation which pressed 
heavily on the working classes might be 
abolished. Adjustment was needed be- 
tween direct and indirect taxation, and 
though the Finance Bill remitted taxation 
fairly between the two sources the gross 
injustice of 1902-3 had yet to be remedied. 
He hoped that the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer. if he had the good fortune to 
be in office next year and had a balance 
in hand, would not leave out of con- 
sideration the injustices to which he had 
alluded. 


Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barnstaple) 
said that as was declared in the terms 


4 


of an Amendment of which he had given , 


notice though he could not move it, the 


finances of the country could not be safely 


Mr. Joseph Walton. 
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or satisfactorily administered by a Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer who publicly re- 
pudiated the fiscal system under which 
he was compelled to administer such 
finances. He might say at once that be 
did not intend to refer in any way to the 
fiscal question; neither had he the 
slightest intention of making any personal 
attack upon the right hon. Gentleman 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer. The 
right hon. Gentleman had been perfectly 
straightforward, but his position was an 
improper one from a practical point 
of view and constitutiona!ly unsound. A 
Chancellor ina free-trade Administration, 
he brought in a Finance Bill in accord- 
ance with the views of his colleagues and 
yet he had publicly repudiated free-trade 
principles. To the taxes he was impos- 
ing he preferred others which would have 
the magica! character that they would be 
paid by nobody and benefit everybody. 
He imposed the income-tax, tea, sugar, 
and tobacco taxes until foolish constitu- 
encies would consent to taxes on food. 
This was bad from a practical point oi 
view. This was only the right hon. 
Gentleman’s second best kind of Budget. 
and it was not the best which the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer believed he could 
produce if he had a free hand. He did 
not like second-rate articles, whether they 
were produced by the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer or anybody else, but if the 
right hon. Gentleman had only second- 
rate articles to give them then they 
wanted to be sure that it was the best he 
had got in his possession, Although 
they thought that everything which 
was protectionist was bad, it did not 
follow that everything which was free 
trade was necessarily good. If a doctor 
used drugs in which he did not believe 
he should be sorry for the patient. That 
was analogous to the position of the right 
hon. Gentleman, because he was using 
principles on which he based the Finance 
Bill in which he did not believe at the 
present time. Therefore the finance of 
the country could not be safely adminis- 
tered under such circumstances. 
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In the cynical manner in which the Gov- 
ernment managed these matters one did 
not know what would happen. The Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland believed in devo- 
lution but managed Ireland on Unionis' 
lines ; a protectionist Chancellor of the 
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Exchequer brought in a Budget on free- 
trade lines; and the Secretary of State 
for War brought in Estimates which con- 
flicted with the statement made the other 
day by the Prime Minister. In fact, it 
seemed to him that the principles which 
a Minister was most strongly opposed 
to were the principles which he was called 
upon to defend in the House. The right 
hon. Gentleman was not speaking from a 
brief in this House, and he would ask 
whether he was not now defending a Bill 
which was founded on principles which 
he had denounced as principles which 
ought to be abolished. From the prac- 
tical point of view, therefore, he thought 
the present position was invidious. No 
man ought to be called upon to defend 
a Bill which was founded on principles 
which he did not absolutely believe in. 
What. for instance, would be thought of 
the present Government if they were 
to appoint Dr. Clifford as Minister of 
Education, and Dr. Clifford were to 
bring in @ Bill to coerce Wales ? 
There was one supposition which he 
had not dealt with, namely, that it 
was possible that before bringing in this 
Finance Bill the right hon. Gentleman 
had changed his views with regard to 
the fiscal question. They were told that 
there had been a great deal of change 
on the other side of the House lately. 
When gentlemen went to the Treasury 
they were sometimes imbued with pro- 
tectionist views, but they very often 
changed their views with regard to 
these matters. That might be the case 
with the right hon. Gentleman. If it 
was so all he could do was to congratulate 
him and withdraw everything he had 
said. Looking at the situation from 
the constitutional point of view he 
should like to know how far the right hon. 
Gentleman was justified in bringing 
in a Bill based on principles of which 
he disapproved. That was a question 
of some difficulty, and he did not 
wish to speak in any dogmatic manner 
upon it, but so far as he knew there 
was no parallel in history for the 
present position. It was true that when 
Sir Robert Peel abolished tne Corn Laws 
he was elected as a protectionist, but 
when he did abolish them he had been 
converted and spoke as a_ free-trader. 
This constitutional point of view must 


have occurred to the Chancellor of the. 
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Exchequer, and he should be very glad 
indeed to hear what he had to say about 
it. Until he heard the defence he must 
say that the present position was not only 
dangerous but constitutionally incorrect. 


Mr. AUSTEN OHAMBERLAIN said 


the object of the speech to which 
the House had just listened was 
apparently to convince the House 


that he was not a fit and proper person 
to be Chancellor of the Exchequer. 
On that question it would be unbecoming 
in him to express any opinion. It was 
one to be decided by the Prime Minister 
in the first place, and ty the House of 
Commons in the second place. If they 
were content to give him their contidence 
he was proud to be permitted to discaarge 
the functions of that office. 


The most remarkable thing about the 
debate was the area it had covered and the 
wide scope of the speeches made. It 
would be improper that he should 
follow in detail the arguments of hon. 
Gentlemen on one side or the other in 
regard to our strategical position in 
every portion of the globe, or deal with 
the character of the attack to which 
the British Empire in its different por- 
tions was liable, or with the nature of 
the preparation we should make for it. 
The only possible justification for intro- 
ducing these topics was the allegation 
that after the speech made by his right 
hon. friend the Prime Minister in the 
discussion of the Defence Committee 
the other day it was no longer neces- 
sary to provide the ways and means 
which were the basis of the present 
Budget, and that our naval and military 
Estimates ought to be, but had not been, 
revised in the light of the principles laid 
down by his right hon. friend on that 
occasion. He noted in passing an 
observation made by his noble friend the 
Member for Ealing, from which he ap- 
peared to think that, by the establish- 
ment of the Committee of Defence, his 
right hon. friend had taken away the 
Cabinet’s old authority for naval and 
military finance. It would have been 
impossible for his noble friend to have 
advanced that argument if he had read or 
considered the speech of the Prime 
Minister. Nothing was more clear from 
that speech than that the authority of 
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the Cabinet was maintained unimpaired, 
and that the Defence Committee in no 
way derogated from the authority of the 
Cabinet, but was rather a means of 
gathering and digesting information for 
the consideration of the Cabinet in order 
that the Cabinet might more easily arrive 
at a correct conclusion. 


The right hon. Member for Cambridge 
University said that after the speech 
of the Prime Minister he did not see 
why as a humble taxpayer he should 
be required to pay more for the 
Army this year than last year. The 
most casual study of the speech should 
disclose at once the cause of the increase 
in the military expenditure this vear. It 
was wholly due to the determination of 
the Government to rearm the artillery 
rapidly and pay for that rearmament as 
fast as the guns were received from the 
contractors. As long as hon. Gentlemen 
thought it was the intention either not 
to rearm the artillery or to postpone the 
payment, they were ready to denounce 
the Government for not doing what it 
now appeared the Government had done. 
The right hon. Member for Cambridge 
University drew an altogether erroneous 
and illegitimate inference after stating 
imperfectly and inaccurately the purpose 
of the Prime Minister’s argument. The 
statement of the Prime Minister as to the 
impossibility or great difficulty of in- 
vasion was based expressly upon our 
having the force to resist invasion. His 
right hon. friend guarded himself and en- 
deavoured to guard the House against the 
possibility of falling into misconception as 
to allowing any great reduction in the mili- 
tary forces which we hadto maintain. The 
right hon. Member for Cambridge ap- 
peared to think that the defence of India 
was easier now than twenty vears ago ; 
but he ignored the whole change ofeircum- 
stances which had taken place since that 
time, and which had not tended to make 
the task of defending our frontier a 
lighter one. That being the case, it 
was obvious we must maintain a large 
force. You could not improvise an Army 
in these days, officers and men, guns, 
and the many stores that were required. 
All these things must be the result of 
careful and deliberate preparation in 
time of peace; and to lay themselves 
down to rest with the comfortable 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 
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‘security which the right hon. Gentleman 


\ 


would have them feel that there would 
always be time after war had broken out 
to make the necessary preparations was 
not only to court obvious military dis- 
aster, but, what was more germane to 
the present purpose, to prepare for our- 
selves or our successors the most terrible 
financial disaster. Preparations made 
in haste were always doubly or trebly 
costly, and could not be as efficient as 
if undertaken at the present time. The 
great reductions of which some hon, 
Members loosely spoke would be found to 
be impossible of execution if ever they 
should be charged with the responsibility 
of considering what was necessary for 
the defence of the Empire. 


The second subject raised was the 
financial control exercised over the 
various Departments of Government. 
Such control as the House exercised 
over the Estimates, though it might 
be effective in regard to policy, 
was not in these days likely to 
contribute to reduction of expenditure, 
The hon. Member for the Dumfries 
Burghs suggested that a series of Com- 
mittees of the House should be constantly 
examining the Estimates with a view 
to securing reductions in them. But 
the Committees which were appointed 
on the initiative of Lord Randolph 
Churchill for this purpose resulted, not 
in a reduction, but in an increase of the 
expenditure of the Departments inquired 
into. The noble Lord the Member for 
Ealing suggested that a Finance Com- 
mittee of the Cabinet should be ap- 
pointed on the same lines as the Defence 
Committee. Apart from the abolition 
of the Treasury and the making of such 
provision as would be due to the dis- 
tinguished officials of the State whose 
work would be taken off their hands, 
a Committee of that kind would not give 
to the Chancellor of the Exchequer any 
greater control over finance than he now 
possessed, or place at his disposal any 
greater means for checking the demands 
of Departments. Besides, if given effect 
to, it would still further overwork Cabinet 
Ministers, and would tend to render 
Cabinet Government unworkable in the 
present pressure of business. It was only 
because the responsibility was mainly con- 
centrated on individuals, and that a great, 
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ortion of the work was done for indi- 
viduals, that Ministers were able to get 
through the enormous amount of work 
which the Cabinet had to consider in 
these days. If there were any defects 
in the control exercised, the machinery 
at their disposal was sufficient in wise 
hands to provide effective control. The 
kind of inquiry which the noble Lord 
suggested into the demands of other 
Departments was constantly undertaken 
either by himself personally or in col- 
laboration with his colleagues and other 
persons, not members of the Cabinet, 
believed to be desirable owing’ to their 
special knowledge, or by the officers of 
the Treasury acting under his directions. 
There was a periodical review, and the 
continuity of information desired was 
secured by the knowledge possessed by 
the Treasury officials, as well as by the 
information freely placed at their dis- 


p! sal. 


As to the statement that taxation 
was unfairly proportioned between the 
direct and indirect taxpavers, the pro- 
portion paid by the latter was very 
much lower than it had been at any time 
when the Party opposite were in power. 
In 1894-5 the indirect taxation was 
54:6 per cent. of the whole; and accord- 
ing to the Estimates of the present vear 
it would be only 49°8 per cent. 


Mr. JOSEPH WALTON said that his 
contention was that, as direct and in- 
direct taxation had been equally imposed 
during the war, they ought to have been 
equally remitted after the war. 


Mr. MCKENNA asked whether in the 
figures just given the coal tax was in- 
cluded. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN 
said that the coal tax was obviously 
excluded. [Cries of “Why ?”] As to 
the point of the hon. Member for 
Barnsley when taxation was remitted, 
it must be remitted in the light of 
the facts and conditions of the moment. 
It was impossible and absurd to go back 
to the earliest times of financial history 
to see how taxation stood then. 


The criticism of the Budget was summed 
up in the allegation that the provision 
made for the reduction of the Debt was 
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not enough, or that our borrowings were 
too large. Yet the proportion which the 
Sinking Fund now bore to the aggregate 
debt was higher than it had been in any 
but two of the last fifteen years. Not 
only the capacity of the taxpayer to 
bear the burden, but the amount of the 
burden to be borne, must be taken into 
account ; and between these two con- 
siderations he had held the scales fairly, 
and, while increasing the amount set 
apart for the payment of debt, he had 
given some relief to the taxpayer. It 
was said that the pressure of this taxation 
was specially hard on the very poor. 
and on the small income-tax payer; 
but both classes would be the greatest 
beneficiaries in the relief given by the 
present Budget. He hoped the House 
would now come to a decision on a Bil] 
which in its main principles and pro- 
visions had met with general acceptance. 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.) 
said that those who had experience of 
the House must have heard with surprise 
the observations of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer when he endeavoured to set 
aside certain criticisms which had been 
offered in the course of the debate as not 
germane to this Bill. It had been the 
universal practice of the House to regard 
every subject as germane on the Second 
Reading of the Finance Bill. The right 
hon. Gentleman had asked to be excused 
from replying to a number of comments 
on account of the lateness of the hour, 
but on the Opposition side of the House 
they were not to blame for the want of 
time at his disposal. They ought to be 
allowed sufficient time for discussion, 
because this was in all probability the 
last Budget which would be proposed 
by the Party opposite in this Parliament. 


Reference had frequently been made to 
the increase in capital expenditure by the 
present Government. The Chancellor of 
the Exchequer stated in his Budget speech 
that he could only give a provisional 
estimate of the amount required for 
additional capital expenditure in the 
current year, and he put it at £9,000,000. 
The right hon. Gentleman further stated 
that he would be able at a later date 
to give full details of that expenditure. 
Surely this was the occasion on which 
the House should have had from the 
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Chancellor of the Exchequer the further 
particulars which he promised. How 


was it possible for the House to consider | 


the expenditure of the year unless they 
were supplied with this information ? 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer knew 
very well that the two important pur- 
poses for which this capital expenditure 
was to be incurred were military and 
naval works, and he knew also that such 
expenditure was pothing more nor less 
than expenditure ancillary to that pro- 
vided for in the ordinary Estimates of the 
vear for the Army and Navy. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer ought to be 
able to say within a couple of millions 
what the expenditure on the Army and 
Navy for the year would be. It was not 
treating the House fairly not to give that 
information. This process of delaying 
the details of expenditure had been 
going from bad to worse during the 
past ten years. This year they were to 
have a Military Works Bill and a 
Naval Works Bill, and yet the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer when making his 
general proposals did not tell the House 
what amount of money would be re- 
quired for these purposes, nor did he 
state when the Bills would be introduced. 
In regard to these most important matters 
they would have to deal with a supple- 
mentary Budget later, but at present 
they knew nothing of the details of the 
proposals. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
he was not in a position to give the hon. 
Gentleman any further figures at present. 
The details of the Military Works Bill 
and the Naval Works Bill were being 
considered. He had given what he 
hoped would be the outside figure. 


Mr. BUCHANAN asked how much of 
the £9,000,000 was for military works 
and how much for naval works. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
he had given his best estimate of what 
were likely to be the total requirements. 
He could not give separate estimates for 
the different services at the present time. 


Mr. BUCHANAN thought the House 


ought to have had the particulars before | 


now. Until two years ago they had 
Mr. Buchanan. 
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They had 
always in the past had an estimate of the 
amount required for military and naval 
works, but this year they had not had it, 
and it showed that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer did not exercise his control 
over the Departments in the proper 
manner. Surely what his predecessor 
was able to do the present Chancellor 
of the Exchequer should do. If any. 
thing the estimate of the amount this 
year would be easier than it would have 
been in previous years. He agreed that 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer was the 
only person who should contro] the ex- 
penditure of the country and control the 
excessive demands on the part of the 
spending Departments. His desire was 
to increase the responsibility of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, in order 
that he might resist the demands of his 
colleagues, 


- There had been as yet no answer 
to the question as to how far these 
Estimates were consistent with the 
speech of the Prime Minister last Thurs- 
day. What, they wanted to know, were 
to be the financial consequences of the 
speech of the Prime Minister? The 
Secretary of State for War had told 
them that during the last two years the 
Estimates for the Army were provisional, 
and then the Prime Minister came down 
and gave them a scheme of Imperial 
defence. Yet no proposal was made 
to adapt the Army Estimates to this 
scheme of national and Imperial defence. 
The mora] was that we had wasted month 
inand month out millions of money. Who 
was responsible for it 2? The Government 
and the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
who, during two successive years, pro- 
posed an expenditure upon the Army 
which the Government were not them- 
selves prepared to support. One of the 
faults which they had to find with the 
general finance of the Government during 
the years that had passed was that 
there was no stability in regard to their 
finances, and they took no step for laying 
their policy before the country. Last 
year they put 2d. on tea, and this year 
they took it off. A year ago they took 
4d. off the income-tax and then they 


,put Id. on, and year after year they 


were altering their policy. Then in 
regard to the South African War debt, 
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for which the Government were respon- 
sible, the Government did not come and 
lay before the House or the country 
a settled scheme tor dealing with the 
grave financial condition in which the 
country found itself at the conclusion 
of the struggle. There was a vast and 
increasing debt, and those who were 
responsible for the finances of the country 
should have come before them and told 
them of the greatness of the burden, and 
of the necessity of getting rid of it. 
If they had asked the country to submit 
for a longer period to the war tax he 
believed the country would have assented 
to it. But no such scheme was sub- 
mitted, and they had to go on bearing 
the war tax without any decrease what- 
ever. For these reasons he thought 
that the general scheme of the Govern- 
ment for the management of the finances 
of the country had been by no means 
worthy of the confidence of the nation. 


Mr. HARWOOUD (Bolton) said the 
recent speech of the Prime Minister was 
really a declaration of policy upon which 
could be founded a good case for a re- 
duction of expenditure, but the Chancel- 
lor ot the Exchequer had now watered 
it down until it meant nothing at all. 
The Prime Minister had said that we were 
practically safe from invasion so long 
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as we kept our Navy up to its present 
strength, and everybody at once declared 
that it afforded grounds for reducing the 
Army so far as it was required for the 
defence of these shores. The only pur- 
pose for which the Prime Minister sug- 
gested it might be wanted was in con- 
nection with India. But who was going 
to attack us in India? The military 
problem had been considerably modified 
by the fate which had come upon Russia 
in the present war, and the idea of being 
frightened now with regard to that Power 
was preposterous. On these grounds 
the country had a right to expect con- 
siderable reductions in Army expendi- 
ture. Butin the Estimates of the present 
year there was a decrease of £3,500,000 
for the Navy, and an increase for the 
Army. Did the Prime Minister really 
mean business, or were the people build- 
ing their hopes on the sand? If the 
Prime Minister's speech meant what 
the country had taken it to mean, the 
Army Estimates ought to be framed in 
accordance with the policy then enunci- 
ated, and the result would be a cone 
siderable reduction. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 155; 
99. (Division List Ne. 160.) 


Noes, 
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| Galloway, William Johnson 
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| Godson, Sir Augustus Frederick 
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Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoult, Joseph 

Hozier, Hon.James Henry Cecil 
Hunt, Rowland 

Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
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Adjournment 
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Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 
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Fuller, J. M. F. 
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Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 


Bill read a second time, and committed | 


for Monday next. 
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Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
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Lundon, W. 
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Murphy, John 
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of the House. 


| Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
| Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Rt HnJ. Parker(Lanarks 
Smith, Hon. W.F.D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
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| Webb, Colonel William George 
| Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
| Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
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| Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
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| TELLERS FOR THE AyeEs—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


Partington, Oswald 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

| Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Richards, Thomas (W. Monm’th 
Rickett, J. Compton 

| Roche, John 

| Roe, Sir Thomas 

| Rose, Charles Day 
Shackleton, David James 
Sheehan, Daniel Danie! 

| Slack, John Bamford 

| Soares, Ernest .J. 

| Stanhope, Hn. Philip James 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, D. Alfred (Merthyr) 
| Toulmin, George 

| Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 

| Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
| White, George (Norfolk) 
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| Whitley, J. H. (Halifax: 

| Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid. 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 

| Woodhouse, Sir JT (Huddersf'd 


O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) | 


O'Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
, O'Dowd, John 

0’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Malley, William 
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TELLERS FOR THE NOEKS— 
| Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O'Brien. 


Adjourned at eighteen minutes 


before One o'clock. 
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Private Bill 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Wednesday, 17th May, 1905. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


(05 


MR. SPEAKER'S ABSENCE. 

The House being met, the Clerk at 
the; Table informed ;the House of the 
unavoidable absence of Mr. SpEAKER, 
owing to continued indisposition, 

Mr. WILLIAM 
LowrHer, the Chairman of Ways and 
Means, proceeded to the Table, and, after 
Prayers, took the Chair as Deputy- 
Speaker, pursuant to the Standing Order. 


Whereupon JAMES 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS, 


Hastings Harbour Bill [Lords] (King’s 
= Consent signified). Bill read the third 
} time, and passed, without Amendment. 


cates revision by the Member. 


tnt 


Hastings Harbour District Railway 
(Abandonment) Bill [Lords]. Con- 
sidered ; to be read the third time. 


ement of a Sz 


ene 


Tralee Urban District Council Bill 
S (Lords]; Tyneside Tramways and ‘Iram- 
:toads Bill [Lords]. As amended, con- 
sidered ; to be read the third time. 


x 


p ,RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP 2). 

~ Colonel BowtEs reported from the 
= Committee on Group 2 of Railway Bills; 
$That the parties opposing the North 
» Eastern Railway Bill had stated that the 
: evidence of Captain John Whitby Dixon, 
\R.N., was essential to their case; and, 
it having been proved that his attendance 
could not be procured without the inter- 
vention of the House, he had been 
instructed to move that the said Captain 
John Whitby Dixon, R.N., do attend the 
- Committee this day at Three of the 
clock. 


Ordered, That Captain John Whitby 
Dixon, R.N., do attend the Committee 
on Group 2 of Railway Bills, this day at 
Three of the clock. 
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Business. 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP E). 


Sir Henry Ausrey-FLercuer reported 
from the Committee on Group E of 
Private Bills; That the parties promoting 
the Metropolitan Pneumatic Despatch 
Bill had stated that the evidence of 
Thomas Waghorn Elford Higgens, 
Borough Surveyor, Town Hall, Chelsea, 
was essential to their case; and, it 
having been proved that his attendance 
could not be procured without the inter- 
vention of the House, he had been 
| instructed to move that the said T. W. 
|. Higgens do attend the said Committee 
To-morrow, at Eleven of the clock, 
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Ordered, That T. W. E. Higgens do 
attend the Committee on Group E of 
Private Bills To-morrow, at Eleven of the 
clock. 


RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP 4). 


Mr. Tarron Ecerron reported from 
| the Committee on Group 4 of Railway 
| Bills; That the parties promoting the 
Cork Junction Railways Bill had stated 
that the evidence of Mr. William 8. 
Green, of the Department of Agriculture 
and Technical Instruction for Ireland, 
was essential to their case; and, it 
having been proved that his attendance 
could not be procured without the 
intervention of the House, he had been 
instructed to move that the said Mr. 
William S. Green do attend the said 
Committee on Tuesday, May 23rd, at 
half-past Eleven of the clock. 





Ordered, That Mr. William S. Green 
do attend the Committee on Group 4 of 
Railway Bills on Tuesday next, at half- 
past Eleven of the clock. 


Liverpool Corporation Bill. Reported 
from the Police and Sanitary Committee, 
with Amendments; Report to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. 


Skegness Water Bill. Reported, with 
Amendments; Report to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. 


McConnell’s Divorce Bill [Lords]. Re- 
ported from the Select Committee on 
Divorce Bills, without Amendment; 
Report to lie upon the Table 


Bill to be read the third time. 
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PETITIONS. 


AGRICULTURAL RATES ACT, 1896, 
ETC., CONTINUANCE BILL. 


Petition from Inverness, for alteration ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


DOGS (PROTECTION) BILL. 
Petition from Yorkshire, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 
EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Edinburgh, in favour; 
to lie upon the Table. 
MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED 
WIFE'S SISTER BILL. 
Petition from St. Leonard’s-on-Sea, 
against; to lie upon the Table. 
MILK DEPOTS (LONDON) BILL. 
in favour ; 


Petition from Bermondsey, 
to lie upon the Table. 
TEINDS AND FIARS PRICES (SCOT- 
LAND). 
Petition from Inverness, for alteration 
of Law; to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


ARMY (MEDICAL DEPARTMENT). 
Copy presented, of Report for the year 
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and between New York and 
Plymouth. ‘The Return to specify the 
names of the Steamers and to indicate 
by asterisk or Otherwise those not carry- 
ing Mails under contract.”—(Sir John 
Leng.) 


Questions. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERs 


| CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTE, 


Proclaimed Meeting at Capatagle—Police 
and Mr. Roche, M.P. 

Mr. ROCHE (Galway, E.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he hes now 
received any further information in 
reference to the action of the police at 
the Capatagle meeting ; and whether he 
will take steps to secure that accurate 
information shall be supplicd to him in 
future. 


(Answered hy Mr. Walter Long.) I 


have received the following report from 
'the County Inspector of Constabulary, 
/to whom this Question was referred :— 
'‘*No violence was used by thie police. 


Mr. Roche persisted in maintaining that 
he had a right to address his constitueuts 


‘and he was moved away from the crowd 


, by my orders. 


1903 [by Command]; to lie upon the | 


Table. 

EAST INDIA (FINANCIAL STATEMENT). 
Return presented, relative thereto 

[Address 8th May; Sir Henry Fouler] ; 

to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 

| No. 167.] 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES) 

Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
3375 and 3376 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


AMERICAN MAILS. 


Return ordered, “ showing the number 
of days, hours, and minutes occupied in the 
transit of the Royal Mails, both outward 
and inward, carried during the year 1904 
by Steamships between Queenstown and 
New York, between Southampton and 


| yards away. 





I had first informed him 
that the meeting was proclaimed and that 
I had a copy of a proclamation which I 
would give him. I gave it to him when 
he had been moved about twenty-five 
He was not dragged, nor 
was he moved off his feet. One police- 
man held him by each arm, District 
Inspector Heard did not order his men to 
drag Mr. Roche down, I was the very 
first person to go to Mr. Roche and te il 
him he could not address the meeting, 
and when he began to argue that he had 
arranged two months before to address 
his constituents, I took hold of his coat 
and pulled him oif the stile, about 
eightcen inches from the ground, on which 
he was standing. Mr. ‘Heard, 1 think, 
also caught his coat and said he 
must come down. No roughness was 
used, when pulled he stepped off. I 
then told him he must move on and told 
the crowd to disperse. He was moved on 
as I have already mentioned. He was 
Lot moved fifty yards, not quite thirty 
yards. I heard him say, ‘ Is the county 
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inspector here’? I did not tell the{ (Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
police to let him go. When they had Estates Commissioners inform me 
moved him from the crowd they loosed | that they did not consider that any 
their hold of his arms. There were no| useful purpose would be served by 
reporters present or regular representa- | bearing counsel. Their negotiator and 
tives of the Press. Mr. Roche says he | their inspector made exhaustive inquiries 
held on to the platform. There was no | and held interviews with many persons, 
platform. There was a proclamation | deputations, and largely attended meet- 
posted on the wall opposite Mr. Roche, ings of delegates and persons interested 


Questions. 





not twelve feet from him. Mr. Roche 
must have been well aware the meeting 
was proclaimed. He had been staying 
the night with Father Fahy, and I 
myself had told Father Fahy of the 
proclimation. The police did nothing 
that was not perfectly consistent with 
their duty in preventing the holding of 
the meeting, and no violence was used to 
Mr. Roche nor any rough treatment that 
could be construed as violence.” 


Surgeons in the Royal Navy. 

Me. REGINALD LUCAS /Ports- 
mouth): To ask the Secretary to the) 
Amiralty whether it is intended to alter 
the conditions of service of surgeons in 
the Royal Navy by abolishing the 
present system of making appointments 
for twelve months only; and, if so, when 
details of the new scheme will be, 
announced, 


‘Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) No 
change is anticipated in the present 
regulations, but the Question seems to be 
asked under a misapprehension, as ap- 
pointments are not now made for twelve 
months only. 

Turbary Trustees on the King-Harman | 
state. | 

Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- | 
tenant of Ireland whether he can state 
why the Estates Commissioners, in reply 
to a memorial, have refused to hear by 
counsel and solicitor the objections of a 
humber of tenants on the King-Harman 
Estate to the appointment of certain | 
turbary trustees; why have 
Estates Commissioners selected as | 
trustees parties named at private meet- | 
Ings irom which the tenants generally | 
were excluded; and whether he can) 
state if the Estates Commissionets are 
prepared to make arrangements for a free | 
election by ballot of turbary trustees by | 
the tenants on the estate, 





as to the persons to act as trustees and 
the methods of selecting them. After 
full consideration the negotiator and the 
inspector recommended the persons who 
were finally approved of by the Commis- 
sioners ina scheme which was sanctioned 
by the Lord- Lieutenant. 


Report of Medical Officer of Health for the 
Parish of Uig, Island of Lewis. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): - To 
ask the Lord-Advocate if the medical 
officer of health for the parish of Uig, 
Island of Lewis, will be requested to send 
in his report in future sufficiently early 
to enable the couuty medical officer of 
health to include it in his annual report. 


(Answered by Mr. Scott Dickson.) It is 
desirable that reports of the nature 
referred to should be sent in early, and 
the Secretary for Scotland will request 
the Local Government Board to com- 
municate in this sense with the local 
authority. 


Annual Income of Trusts appointed under 
the Educational Endowments (Scot- 
land) Act, 1882. 

Mr. WEIR: Toask the Lord-Advocate 
if he will state the annual income of the 
respective trusts appointed under the 
provisions of The Educational Endow- 
ments (Scotland) Act, 1882. 


(Answered by Mr. Scott Dickson.) I 
am unable at present to give the in- 
formation desired by the hon. Member. 
The Scotch Education Department, 
however, have already made arrange- 
ments for obtaining it, but it cannot be 


the | completely obtained till the close of the 


financial year at May next. When this 
is done the Department will communicate 
with the hon. Member. 


Sunday Duty of Glasgow Female Tele- 
phone Staff. 


Mr. WEIR: To ask the Postmaster- 
General whether he has received a 


Z2 
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Questions, 


memorial from the female telephone staff | 


at Glasgow protesting against being 
called on duty on Sunday; and, seeing 
that the male staff are anxious to take 
up the duty, will he consider the expedi- 
ency of making such arrangements as will 
release the female staff at Glasgow from 
Sunday work. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) 
received the memorial, and I informed 
the memorialists in October last that I 
see no good reason for relieving them of 
the Sunday duty, which comes round to 
each operator about one Sunday in every 
eight. 


Holidays in lieu of Bank Holiday — Case 
of Mr. Alexander, Telegraphist, of 
Manchester. 

Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): To 
ask the Postmaster-General whether, in 
view of the arrangements made in the 
telegraph department providing that if 
the staff work on bank holidays they 
receive a day in the winter as compensa- 
tion, and of the rule that if an officer falls 
sick and cannot perform duty on the 
cates selected in the winter as his com- 
pensation days for bank holiday he loses 
the holiday, he will state if he has had 
the circumstances attending the bank 
holiday periods of Mr. Alexander, tele- 
graphist, of Manchester, laid before him; 
and, if so, whether the local decision in 


his case was ip accordance with the 
usual regulations. 
(Answered by Lord Stanley.) Mr. 


Alexander appealed to me in March, 1904, 
and I personally considered the matter. 
I am not prepared to reconsider my 
decision, which was in accordance with 
the general rule applied in the case of an 
officer who falls sick when on leave. 


Inquiries for Next of Kin of the late 
Helen Blake. 

Mr. O’KELLY (Mayo, N.): To ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury if he 
will state whether any sums of money 
have been allowed out of the estate of the 
late Helen Blake, for the prosecution of 
inquiries in Ireland as to the next of kin 
of the deceased; and, if so, by whom 
these inquiries were conducted, where, 
and when; and if he will state the sum 
expended on them. 
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(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 
No sums of money have been allowed 
out of the estate of the late Helen Blake 
for the prosecution of inquiries in Ireland 
as to the next of kin of the deceased. 


Drainage Charge on Holding of Mr. Law. 
rence Hughes, of Derrycassan, County 
Cavan. 

Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY (Cavan, 
W.): To ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury if heis aware that the Board of 
Public Works in Ireland is pressing for a 
drainage charge alleged to be due on the 
holding of a Mr. Lawrence Hughes, of 
Derrycassan, Ballyconnell, county Cavan; 
and whether, in view of the fact that this 
farm is practically undrained, the Board 
will send an inspector to make a report 
before further proceeding in this matter. 


(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 
I have inquired into the circumstances of 
this case, and they do not appear to me 
to justify the suspension of the legal pro- 
ceedings which have been instituted. 


Abstractors and Assistant Clerks in the 
General Register and Record Office 
of Shipping and Seamen. 

Mr. REDDY (King’s County, Birr): 
To ask the Secretary to the Treasury the 
number of Abstractors (Old Class) em- 
ployed in the General Register and Record 
Office of Shipping and Seamen, the 
number promoted, and the number in 
receipt of allowances of £20 per annum; 
the number of assistant clerks (New 
Class) in this department, the number 
eligible for promotion, and the number 
promoted; what prospects are held out 
to the assistant clerks (New Class) in 
this department, seeing that the allow- 
ances granted to the Abstractors (Old 
Class) in 1898 are not to be extended to 
them, and that the initial salary of an 
assistant clerk (New Class) is only £55 
per annum, 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) There 
are eight of the Abstractors (Old Class) 
with long service in the General Register 
and Record Office of Shipping and Sea- 
men. Seven of these have received 
allowances of £20 per annum within the 
maximum scale of their class. Six of the 
Senior Abstractors have been excep: 


tionally promoted to the second division. 
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There are twenty-eight assistant clerks 
(Abstractor Class), nine of these are 
qualified as regards length of service, 
together with the eight of the old class, 
for promotion to the second division. 
Assistant clerks (Abstractor Class) rise 
t) a maximum of £150 a year, subject to 
an efficiency bar at £100. Under the 
Order in Council of November, 1898, they 
are eligible in very special cases, after 
not less than six years service, for ex- 
ceptional promotion, when vacancies 
occur, to the second division. 


Immigrant Tax on Entry into United 
States, Calais, and Boulogne. 

Siz HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): To ask the Secretary to the 
Board of Trade if all alien passengers 
landing in the United States have to pay 
the two-dollar tax levied on immigrants 
for the expenses of the immigrant” 
service, or if it is confined to such 
immigrants; and if an admission fee is 
levied on all passengers landing at 
Boulogne and Calais. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) All 
alien passengers, except citizens of the 
Dominion of Canada, Cuba, or Mex:co, 
have to pay the two-dollar tax on entrance 
into the United States unless in transit to 
some other country. A fee of 1 fr. 75 c. 
is levied on all passengers landing at 
Boulogne and Calais, excepting persons 
holding through tickets to Belgium and 
Germany. 


Uncertifled Deaths in Ireland. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if 
he will state the number of uncertified 
deaths in Ireland for each year since 1900. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
numbers of deaths from uncertified 
causes in Ireland were as follows :— 


Inthe year 1900 .  . 26,614 
i 1901 . . 20,527 
5 1902 . 21,461 
" 1903. 21,873 
u 1904, 29 481 


Punishment of Refractory Chinese 
Coolies in the Transvaal. 


Mr. LEVY (Leicestershire, Loughbor- 
ough): To ask the Secretary of State for 
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the Colonies if he will take steps to as- 
certain whether in some of the compounds 
in South Africa Chinese who refuse to go 
down the mines unless paid 2s. per day 
are tied up toa pole by their pigtails and 
then thrashed. ; 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
If the hon. Member will satisfy me that 
there is even a prima facie authenticity 
in this story I will make inquiry respect- 
Ing it. 


British Indians in Cape Colony—Language 
Question. 

Mr. RUNCIMAN (Dewsbury): To ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether the Bill recently introduced into 
the Cape Parliament limiting traders to 
the us> of certain European languages 
will, in effect, inflict any disability on 
British Indians resident in Cape Colony 
which is not inflicted on Yiddish-speaking 
aliens ; and, if so, what steps he proposes 
to take in the matter. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
I would point out thatthe provision in 
the Bill as introduced is not compulsory, 
as suggested in the hon. Member’s 
Question. I am not, therefore, in a posi- 
tion to say whether the Bill wi!l have 
such an effect, until it is passed and a 
case of the kind arises under it. 


James Cox, late Inniskilling Fusiliers. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.): 
To ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether his attention has been called to 
the case of James Cox, a shoemaker, who 
enlisted at Longford, on 18th August, 
1882, in the Inniskilling Fusiliers, and 
was subsequently discharged after four 
years and ninety-eight days service at 
Port Lewis, after an attack of fever, as 
medically unfit for further service, and 
who received a pension of 6d. a day down 
to 1896, since which he got nothing; and 
whether, in view of this man’s circum- 
stances, he will cause some grant to be 
made to him or restore the pension of 6d. 
a day for a time to tide him over present 
illness, 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) This man’s application for a 
renewal of pension has been considered 
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by the Commissioners of Chelsea Hospital. 
who state that he is not eligible for any 
further grant. There is no fund from 
which he could be awarded assistance. | 


| 


Questions. 


Alleged Dissatisfaction among Men of the 
Army Service Corps at Longford. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: To ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether he is 
aware that dissatisfaction exists amongst 
the men of the Army Service Corps sta- 
tioned at Longford in consequence of the 
manner in which an officer treats the 
men; and whether he wi'l undertake to 
convey to th’s officer that excess of dis- 
ciplinary zeal of this kind is not desirable. 


| 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) Diciplinary questions of this 
nature rest entirely within the discretion 
of the local military authorities, with 
which I am not prepared to interfere. 


acne 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Militia Training—Lanorkshire Regi- 
ments. 

MR. JOHN WILSON (Falkirk Burghs) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether the advisory board in connection 
with the Militia regiments have come to 
a resolution that it is desirable that | 
county Militia battalions should be | 
trained in the counties to which they 
belong; and, if so, will he arrange that 
in future the 3rd and 4th battalions 
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| months. 





Scottish Rifles, and the 3rd and 4th bat- | 
talions Highland Light Infantry, which | 


are the four battalions connected with | 
Lanarkshire, will be trained as hereto- | 


fore at Lanark instead of at Irvine, 


where they have been ordered. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY ‘vo 
THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. Bromtey | 
Davenport, Cheshire, Macclesfield) : | 
Training arrangements are in the hands | 
of the General Officers Commanding in | 
Chief, who must necessarily be guided | 
by various considerations when deciding 








616 


Questions. 


Native Labour in the South African 
ines. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower Ham. 


lets, Poplar): I beg to ask the Secretary 


of State for the Colonies whether he has 
now received information in reference to 
the circular of the Witwatersrand Native 
Labour Association, dated 17th March, 
in which it was stated that in future no 
natives would be recruited in Basutoland 
and Orange River Colony, except for a 
period of not less than twelve months; 
and, if so, what action he proposes to 
take in the matter. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE COLONIES (Mr. Lyrretron, War- 
wick and Leamington): I have now 
received the report of the executive 
committee of the Transvaal Chamber of 
Mines, dated 13th April, which contains 
the following statement :--“ Instructions 
have been issued to the agents of the 
Witwatersrand Native Labour Associa- 
tion in Cape Colony, Orange River 
Colony, Bisutoland, Bechuanaland, and 
Rhodesia that in future natives must be 
engaged for a period of twelve months for 
underground work, and in the Transvaal 
and Swaziland for a minimum of eight 
This will remove the disadvan- 
tage previously experienced of the boys’ 
engagements expiring shortly after they 
have received sufficient training to enable 
them to perform their work satisfac- 
torily.” Previously the minimum period 


| in the case of Basutoland and the Orange 


River Colony was four months. But the 
natives arriving from their homes and 
offering their services locally are to be 
engaged for a minimum period of three 
months. Ido not propose to take any 
action in the matter. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: Will not 
that tend to limit the number of Kaflr 


| 
| labourers engaged in the mines / 


[The Answer was inaudible.] 


Indian Army Administration. 
Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State fol 





on the locality most suitable, A general | India in regard to the correspondence ¢n 
principle is that training should, if prac- | the subject of Indian Army administra: 
ticable, take place in the locality of the | tion which has recently passed between 
unit at least once in three years. | His Majesty’s Government and the Indian 
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Government, whether he will say if the sub- 
ject matter of that correspondence has, so 
far aS concerns the respective authority 
and responsibilities of the members of the 
(overnor-General’s Executive Council, 
been fully considered by the Council of 
India here, pursuant to the procedure 
prescribed in Sections 23 and 24 of the 
Statute (21 and 22 Vic.) of 1858; and 
will that correspondence, or its essential 
portions, be placed before both Houses of 
Parliament at an early date, together 
with any dissents that may have been 
recorded by members of the Councils of 
India. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): AsI stated in answer to a Question 
on the 4th instant}, the subject of Indian 
Army administration is now under the 
consideration of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment. The provisions of the Act of 
Parliament mentioned in the hon. 
Member’s Question, with regard to the 
Council of India have been and will be, 
asa matter of course, strictly observed. 
Papers will be presented to Parliament 
without avoidable delay, but I am un- 
able at present to name any date for 
this. 


Metropolitan Police—Regulation of Motor 
Traffic. 

Siz HENRY FOWLER (Wolverhamp- 
ton, E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department what are 
the instructions issued to the Metropolitan 
Police with respect to persons driving 
motor-cars on public highways recklessly 
or negligently or at a speed which is 
dangerous to the public within the Metro- 
politan Police area. ; 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. AxkeErs- 
Doucuas, Kent, St. Augustine’s): The 
police orders on this subject are 
voluminous and set out fully the duties 
of drivers of motor-cars under the Motor- 
Car Act and the regulations thereunder, 
and also under the Highways Act and the 
Metropolitan Police Act, 1839, which give 
additional powers to the police. The 
police are instructed to use their utmost 
endeavours to check furious or reckless 


+ See (4) Debates, exly., 917. 
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driving and to secure the enforcement of 
the law. In particular, they have instruc- 
tions from the Commissioner to take pro- 
ceedings under Section 1 of the Motor- 
Car Act in all suitable cases in which, 
though the statutory speed limit is not 
exceeded, cars are driven recklessly or 
negligently or at a speed dangerous to 
the public. In the more crowded districts 
they proceed under this section, when 
necessary, for such offences as driving on 
the wrong side of refuges or driving too 
rapidly over foot crossings. 


Sir HENRY FOWLER: Do the same 
instructions apply to the parks ? 





Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: No; I think 
they are under the park regulations, but 
/that is a point I will inquire into. I 
have taken great care in regard to the 
action of the police under my control in 
London. 


Caprain DONELAN (Cork, E.): Is 
the right hon. Gentleman aware that I 
have recently on several occasions been 
informed by the Metropolitan Police that 
no instructions have been issued to them 
to pay any particular attention to motor- 
car traffic ? 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: I was not 
aware of that fact, and it is contrary to 
what I have heard and to the instructions 
I have given. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 8.) : 
Are motor-cars quite immune if they 
have coronets on them ? 


Mx. SCOTT-MONTAGU ‘(Hampshire, 
New Forest): Is it not the case that the 
ten-mile-an-hour limit applies to the 
parks ? 


Mr. AKERS - DOUGLAS: 
that is so. 


I think 


Motor Traffic. 

Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barnstaple): 
I beg toask the hon. Member for the New 
Forest whether he will consent to with- 
draw his notice of Motion relating to the 
increasing number of accidents occasioned 
by motor-cars, in order that this matter 
may be fully discussed by this House. 
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Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU : I understand 
that the Vote for the Local Government 
Board is going to be put down for an 
early day, Thursday week or fortnight, 
and the day pfevious to its being taken 
I shall be glad to withdraw my Motion. 


Questions. 


Mr. SOARES: Do I understand that 
the hon. Gentleman wishes a full dis- 
cussion as to the administration of the 
law as well as to the necessity for new 
legislation ? 


Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU: I am per- 
fectly in accord with the hon. Gentleman 
in wishing for a full discussion of the 
matter. 


Police Pensions. 


Caprain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether, seeing 
the inconvenience to which police pen- 
sioners are sometimes subjected in 
connection with the signing of their life 
certificates, and seeing that a section 
sergeant is authorised to sign a pen- 
sioner’s paper from the Army or Navy, 
he will consider the advisability of adding 
police section sergeants to the list of 
persons authorised to sign police pen- 
sioners’ life certificates, 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: The rules 
now in force as to the signing of police 
pensioners’ life certificates were framed 
after consideration of those relating to 
military and neval pensions, and I see 
no occasion to alter them. The list of 
attesting authorities gives a wide range 
of selection—including police officers of 
or above the rank of station sergeant— 
and I understand that it is an extremely 
rare thing for any inconvenience to be 
caused, 


Heavy Motor Traffic Order. 


Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland) : I beg to ask the President 
of the Local Government Board if he 
will withdraw the Order permitting heavy 
motor-cars weighing up to twelve tons 
and permitted to travel at a speed not 
exceeding twelve miles an hour, in view 
of the danger to road bridges and the 
damage by vibration to buildings, cellars, 
pipes, mains, and sewers, 


{COMMONS} 








Questions. 


620 


THe PRESIDENT or tHE LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Geratp 
Batrour, Leeds, Central): With regard 
to the speed to which motor-cars weigh- 
ing up to twelve tons are restricted | 
would refer the hon. Member to my reply 
to his Question of the 8th inst. No 
information has at present reached the 
Local Government Board which would 
justify the withdrawal of the Order to 
which he refers. 


Metropolitan Pneumatic Despatch Bill, 


Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.): I beg to 
ask the Postmaster-General whether he 
is aware that the promoters of the Metro- 
politan Pneumatic Despatch Bill are 
proceeding with the Bill, which was set 
down for consideration by a Select Com- 
mittee on the 16th inst.; and, in these 
circumstances, what course he proposes 
to take to give effect to his views in 
regard to the Bill. 


Tur POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Lord 
Sranutey, Lancashire, Westhoughton): 
The Pneumatic Despatch Bill having 
been read a second time, it is open to the 
promoters to proceed with it before a 
Select Committee. I understand that it 
will be opposed by the London County 
Council and the Corporation; and I have 
informed the promoters that I must 
reserve my liberty of action on the Third 
Reading, if the Bill is reported by the 
Committee. The course to be taken 
would naturally depend upon the form 
in which the Bill was reported by the 
Committee; but if the local authorities 
above-named oppose the Bill on the Third 
Reading, I should feel it my duty to 
support them. 


Holidays in the Post Office Engineering 
Department. 

Mr. SCHWANN: I beg to ask the 
Postmaster-General why the holidays 
of a number of men employed in the 
engineering department of the Post 
Office have either been reduced or 
taken away altogether; is he aware that 
certain classes whose qualifications for 
holidays, since 1897, was twelve months 
service, have now been informed that a 
four years qualification is necessary ; 
will he state the reason for this change, 


+ See (4) Debates, exly., 1135. 
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and whether it is his intention to enforce | 


the four years qualification for the annual 


leave upon other grades employed in the | 


postal service. 


Lorp STANLEY: The men to whom 
the hon, Member refers are “ gang hands’”’ 
employed, not on any permanent en- 
gagement, but taken on and discharged 
as occasion may require at the market 
rate of wages for work in te'egraph and 
telephone construction. Some of these 
men had been given annual leave after 
twelve months continuous _ service, 
although there was no proper authority 
for it. I have now, with the concurrence 
of the Treasury, authorised annual leave 
on full pay for those who have been con- 
tinuously employed for four years or 
more; but Isee no reason for continuing 
an irregular privilege to men with less 
than four years service. I have no 
intention at present of altering the exist- 
ing rules as to leave in other branches of 
the service. 


Post Office—Unestablished Linemen’s 
Grievances. 

Mr, SCHWANN: I beg to ask the 
Postmaster-General if he is aware that 
anumber of unestablished linemen who 
have been employed upon linemen’s 
duties in the engineering department of 
the Post Office for many years, with a 
prospect on appointment of going to a 
maximum of 40s. per week, have now 
been informed that the maximum has 
been reduced to 38s. per week; is he 
aware that this is looked upon as a 
distinct breach of faith; and can he 
state how many appointments have 
been made to the class of senior line- 
men for the provinces, and what will 
be the ultimate number of provincial 
senior linemen, 


Lorp STANLEY: As already ex- 
plained in my former Answer to the 
hon, Member, the maximum pay of the 
general body of established linemen has 
been reduced for new entrants con- 
currently with the introduction of a 
class of senior linemen on a higher 
scale. No promise of appointment has 
been given to the unestablished linemen 
and there has therefore been no breach 
of faith. The question of appointing 


thirty men to the class of senior line- | 


men is now under consideration. This 
number will ultimately be considerably 
increased. 


Application for a Licence at the Inter- 
national Exhibition, Hammersmith. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the hon. Mem- 
ber for West Salford, as representing the 
Ecclesiastical Commissioners, whether 
the attention of the Ecclesiastical Com- 
missioners has been drawn to the applica- 
tion recently made to the Kensington 
justices for a provisional licence for the 
sale of intoxicating liquors in connection 
with the land owned by the Com- 
missioners at Shepherd’s Bush, upon 
which it is proposed to erect the buildings 
of the International Exhibition; whether 
he is aware that the area covered by 
the lease iseighty-three acres, and that in 
the application referred to powers were 
asked for to sell intoxicating liquors in 
forty-four different places; and whether 
the Commissioners are now in a position 
to prevent any further application being 
made for such a licence. 


Str LEES KNOWLES (Salford, W.) : 
The Ecclesiastical Commissioners have 
agreed to let an area of about eighty- 
four acres of land at Hammersmith for a 
long term of years for the purposes of an 
exhibition similar to that at Earl’s Court 
or at the Crystal Palace. As regards the 
lands used for exhibition purposes, the 
Commissioners do not think it practicable 
to prohibit any application by the 
lessee for licences for the sale thereon of 
wine, beer, and spirits, in connection 
with the supply of refreshments. The 
recent application to the licensing 
justices to which the Question refers, 
was made by the intending lessee, and 
the Commissioners had no knowledge 
that any application was about to be 
made or as to the number of places in 
which it would be asked that liquors 
might be sold. The Commissioners have 
no power to interfere with the discretion 
of the magistrates as regards the granting 
of licences: but the settled policy of 
the Ecclesiastical Commissioners, as is, I 
believe, generally known, is to reduce, 
as far as possible, the number of licensed 
premises on their estates. 
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Dalkey Income-Tax Dispute. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, 
N.): I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer whether he is aware that the 
collector of income-tax at Dalkey enforced 
payment of income-tax amounting to 
£3 8s. 4d. from Mr. Robert Armstrong, 


an evicted tenant in county Longford, | 


in respect of a house, his property, in 


former place; and whether, seeing that | 


the rent of this house is the only means 
of subsistence this man has, he will 
consider the advisability of giving 
instructions that this claim should not 
be pressed. 


THe CHANCELLOR oF rue EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. Austen CHAMBERLAIN, 
Worcestershire, E.): The hon. Member 
appears to be under some misapprehen- 
sion as to the facts, which are not 
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pisH, Derbyshire, W.): I would refer the 
hon. Member to the replies I gave him 
on this subject on’ February 28th} and 
April 13th{. The persons desiring to 
form a drainage district should apply 
directly to the Board of Works, 





Mr. J. P. FARRELL: But the local 
|people have taken all the steps they 
possibly can to get a drainage board set up. 
| Will the hon. Gentleman assist them ? 





Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: I will 


| inquire. 


| 
| Dublin Law Courts’ Clerkships. 
| Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 8§.): I beg 


| to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
| whether he can state when the last open 
examination took place for clerkships for 


the Law Courts in Dublin; whether any, 











correctly represented in the Gusstion. j and, if so, how many, appoiutments have 
The amount of tax due was £4 7s. 2d. 12 | since been made to clerkships, and under 
respect of arrears for two years, and this’ what circumstances these appointments 





was collected from two tenants of Mr. 
Armstrong’s, who paid immediately on 
application being made to them—all 
efforts having failed to obtain from Mr. 
Armstrong the amount due. Mr. Arm- 


strong has declined to claim exemption, | 


and, unless he does so, it is impossible to 
accord him any relief. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: If 1 induce this 
man to claim exemption will the right 
hon. Gentleman sce that his claim is 
considered ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: Yes, 


but I do not know the exact pos'tion 


now. *It may be that the time during 


which the claim should have been made is 


passed. I will look into it. 
River Riffey Floods. 
Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 


the Secretary to the Treasury whether, 


with a view to the formation of a/| 


drainage board for the district flooded 


by the River Riffey, he will direct: the 
Secretary of the Board of Works at 


Dublin to forward the necessary docu- 


ments for the signature of the inhabitants 


to Mr. Thomas Cuningham, Cam, Edge- 
worthstown. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY or 


THE TREASURY (Mr. Victor Caven- 


| were made; and whether he can state 
|how many of the present staff were 
‘appointed by open competitive examina- 
tion and how many by other means. 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: (lt) The 
_ last open examination was held July 22nd, 
| 1903, (2) Since that date six vacancies 
‘in junior clerkships have been filled, 
/namely, one by open competition in 
| Accountant-General’s Office ; one in Lord 
| Chancellor’s Chief Clerk’s Office, and ox 
‘in Chancery Registrar’s Office by transfers 
of clerks from Land Judge’s Office ; one 
‘in Bankruptcy Court by promotion of 
| Saperintendent of Copyists under proviso 
in Section 73 of Judicature Act of 1877 
"exempting any person holding any office 
or clerkship at the passing of that Act 
‘from the provision with regard t» open 
_ competition ; and two in the Probate 
| Office by persons appointed by the Julge 
_assigned for the Probate business under 
Section 5 of Judicature (No.2) Actof 1897. 
(3) Of the present staff of the Supreme 
‘Court, excluding Heads of Departments 
‘and Stat Officers, twenty-eight were 
lappointed by open competition and 
| forty-five by other means. The provision 
‘in the Judicature Act of 1877 which 
| threw open all junior clerkships to open 


| + See (4) Debates, exli., 1490. 
| * See (4) Debates, exlv., 87. 
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competition preserved their patronage 
to the then existing Judges, and the 
persons appointed “by other means” 
represent those who were appointed by 
patronage both before and since that 
Act, imcluding appointments by the 
Judge assigned for Probate business 
under the Act of 1897. 


Maconochy Estate, County Longford. 
Me. J. P. FARRELL: 


tenant of Ireland to explain the delay 
in the Issuing of vesting orders to the 
tenants on the Maconochy Estate, county 


Longford ; and whether he can indicate | 
when the turbary trustees will be em- | 


powered to deal with the 1,300 acres of 
mountain and bog on this property. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Watrer Lona, Bristol, S.): 
This estate is being dealt with in order 
of priority. It will in due course be 
inspected and reported on, and the 
question of turbary will be fully inquired 
Into. 


Me. J. P. FARRELL: Is the right hon. 
(entleman aware that this agreement 
was signed sixteen months ago ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I am not 
aware of that, but I am aware there has 
been a great deal of delay which I am 
afraid is unavoidable. 


Alleged Incitement to Boycotting at 
Drummullan. 


Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, 8.): I beg to ask 
theChief Secretary to theLord-Lieutenant | 
of Ireland whether he is aware that at a/| 


meeting held on the 17th March last in 
Drammullan, under the auspices of the 


Ancient Order of Hibernians, Mr. Rickard, | 
‘by the Irish Government to him’on 


of Cookstown, made a speech advising 


the people to boycott a Mr. Bell, of | 


Coagh, who was charged at the same 
meeting as being responsible for extra 
police having been brought into the 
town to preserve order; and whether, 
in view of the fact that official notes 
were taken of the language used, and the 
fact that Bell has suffered loss, he will 
say what action, if any, he intends 
taking in the matter. 


{17 May 1905} 
| Mr. WALTER LONG: I understand 


I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- | 
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| that the facts are substantially as stated 
| in the first part of the Question. Official 
notes of the speech, however, were not 
taken at the meeting, and I am advised 
‘that in the circumstances a prosecution 
‘against the offender could not be 
| sustained, 


Irish Agricultural Department— 
Veterinary Branch. 

Mr. O’KELLY (Mayo, N.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to tho 
| Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether, in 
view of recent expressions of local feeling 
in Ireland as to inequality in the treat- 
ment of the Agricultural Department’s 
officials, he will obtain a Return showing 
the names of the officials transferred 
‘from the Veterinary Department to the 
| Agricultural Department, giving, in each 
case, the amount of salary immediately 
prior to transfer, the amount immedi- 
ately after transfer, and the amount now 
received ; also indicating the date of any 
increases or decreases, 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The informa- 


‘tion asked for will be embodied in a 
| Return which I will obtain and forward 


to the hon. Member in a day or two. 


Lough Neagh Drainage. 
Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask the 


Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 


of Ireland whether he will, before the 
forthcoming debate on arterial drainage, 
cause to be circulated amongs: the Parlia- 
‘mentary Papers the instructions to, and 
other correspondence with, Sir William 
Binnie, who has been commissioned to 
report on the Lough Neagh drainage 
question. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The only in- 
structions to Sir Alexander Binnie in this 
matter are contained in a letter addressed 


April 25th. His reply, dated May Ist, 
completes the correspondence. I have 
sent copies of these letters to the hon. 
Member; it is not at present proposed to 
lay them on the Table. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Seeing that the 
Treasury gave the instructions to Sir 
William Binnie will it not pay the expense 
instead of placing it on Irish funds ? 
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Dalkey Income-Tax Dispute. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, 
N.): I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer whether he is aware that the 
collector of income-tax at Dalkey enforced 


payment of income-tax amounting to | 
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pisH, Derbyshire, W.): I would refer the 
hon. Member to the replies I gave him 
on this subject on’ February 28th} and 
April 13th{. The persons desiring to 
form a drainage district should apply 
directly to the Board of Works, 


£3 8s. 4d. from Mr. Robert Armstrong, | 


an evicted tenant in county Longford, | 
in respect of a house, his property, in | 


former place; and whether, seeing that 
the rent of this house is the only means 
of subsistence this man has, he will 
consider the advisability of giving 
instructions that this claim should not 
be pressed. 


THe CHANCELLOR or tHE EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. Austen CHAMBERLAIN, 
Worcestershire, E.): The hon. Member 
appears to be under some misapprehen- 
sion as to the facts, which are not 
correctly represented in the Question. 
The amount of tax due was £4 7s, 2d. in 
respect of arrears for two years, and this 
was collected from two tenants of Mr. 
Armstrong’s, who paid immediately on 
application being made to them—all 


efforts having failed to obtain from Mr. | 


Armstrong the amount due. Mr. Arm- 
strong has declined to claim exemption, 
and, unless he does so, it is impossible to 
accord him any relief. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: If 1 induce this 


man to claim exemption will the right | 


hon. Gentleman see that his claim is 
considered ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: Yes, 
but I do not know the exact position 
now. *It may be that the time during 
which the claim should have been made is 
passed. I will look into it. 


River Riffey Floods. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury whether, 
with a view to the formation of a 
drainage board for the district flooded 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: But the local 
people have taken all the steps they 
possibly can to get a drainage board set up. 
Will the hon. Gentleman assist them ? 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: I will 
inquire. 


Dublin Law Courts’ Clerkships. 


Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, S§.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether he can state when the last open 
examination took place for clerkships for 
the Law Courts in Dublin; whether any, 
and, if so, how many, appoiutments have 
since been made to clerkships, and under 
'what circumstances these appointments 
were made; and whether he can state 
how many of the present staff were 
appointed by open competitive examina- 








tion and how many by other means. 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: (t) The 
last open examination was held July 22nd, 
| 1903, (2) Since that date six vacancies 
in junior clerkships have been filled, 
namely, one by open competition 1 
| Accountant-General’s Office ; one in Lord 
| Chancellor’s Chief Clerk’s Office, and oxe 
| in Chancery Registrar’s Office by transfers 
of clerks from Land Judge’s Office ; one 
‘in Bankruptcy Court by promotion of 
| Saperintendent of Copyists under proviso 
‘in Section 73 of Judicature Act of 1877 
| exempting any person holding any office 
or clerkship at the passing of that Act 
from the provision with regard t» open 
competition; and two in the Probate 
| Office by persons appointed by the Julge 
assigned for the Probate business under 

Section 5 of Judicature (No.2) Actof 1897. 
(3) Of the present staff of the Supreme 











by the River Riffey, he will direct the | Court, excluding Heads of Departments 
Secretary of the Board of Works at | and Stat Officers, twenty-eight were 
Dublin to forward the necessary docu-| appointed by open competition cand 
ments for the signature of the inhabitants | forty-five by other means. The provision 
to Mr. Thomas Cuningham, Cam, Edge- | in the Judicature Act of 1877 which 


| ° : ; ‘ 
worthstown. ‘threw open all junior clerkships to ope? 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY or | 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Victor Caven- | 


+ See (4) Debates, exli., 1490. 
+ See (4) Debates, exlv., 87. 








524 


im 
nd 


ply 


cal 


ley 
Ip, 


eg 


ry 





625 Questions. {17 May 1905} Questions. 626 


oS 


competition preserved their patronage| Mr. WALTER LONG: I understand 
to the then existing Judges, and the | that the facts are substantially as stated 
persons appointed “by other means” | in the first part of the Question. Official 
represent those who were appointed by | notes of the speech, however, were not 
patronage both before and since that taken at the meeting, and I am advised 
Act, including appointments by the that in the circumstances a prosecution 
Judge assigned for Probate business against the offender could not be 
under the Act of 1897. | sustained. 





Maconochy Estate, County Longford. Irish —- ew 
a > Py - P 

Mo. J. F. FARRMEL: F bog to eh! up. OUMELY Olay, BO? 10m 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Liew- | +, 4.4 the Chief Secretary to tho 
tenant of Ireland to explain the delay Lewd Siocon of Treland whether, in 
in the issuing = vesting orders to the | vio of recent expressions of local feeling 
tenants on the! aconochy Estate, county in Ireland as to inequality in the treat- 
Longtord ; and whether he can indicate | mont of the Agricultural Department’s 
when the turbary trustees will be em-| officials, he will obtain a Return showing 
aa to deal with the 1,300 acres of the names of the officials transferred 
mountain and bog on this property. from the Veterinary Department to the 

re. aa ' | Agricultural Department, giving, in each 

THE CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- case, the amount of salary immediately 
LAND (Mr. Watrer Lona, Bristol, S.): | prior to transfer, the amount immedi- 
This estate is being dealt with in order ately after transfer, and the amount now 
of priority. It will in due course be | received ; also indicating the date of any 
inspected and reported on, and the | increases or decreases, 
question of turbary will be fully inquired 
7 Mr. WALTER LONG: The informa- 

tion asked for will be embodied in a 
Me. J. P. FARRELL: Is the right hon. | Return which I will obtain and forward 


\ : = ap j 7 y 
(rentleman aware that this agreement to the hon. Member in a day or two. 


Was si ixtee hs ago 2 : 
is signed sixteen months ago ? Lough Neagh Drainage. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he will, before the 
| forthcoming debate on arterial drainage, 
cause to be circulated amongs: the Parlia- 
; ‘ mentary Papers the instructions to, and 
Alleged Incitement to Boycotting at other correspondence with, Sir William 

Drummullan. Binnie, who has been commissioned to 

Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, 8.): I begtoask report on the Lough Neagh drainage 
theChief Secretary to theLord-Lizutenant | question. 
of Ireland whether he is aware that at a_ 
meeting held on the 17th March last in) Mr. WALTER LONG: The only in- 
Vrammullan, under the auspices of the structions to Sir Alexander Binnie in this 
Ancient Order of Hibernians, Mr. Rickard, matter are contained in a letter addressed 
of Cookstown, made a speech advising | by the Irish Government to him’on 
the people to boycott a Mr. Bell, of April 25th. His reply, dated May Ist, 
Coagh, who was charged at the same | completes the correspondence. I have 
meeting as being responsible for extra sent copies of these letters to the hon. 
police having been brought into the | Member; it is not at present proposed to 
town to preserve order; and whether, lay them on the Table. 
in view of the fact that official notes 
were taken of the language used, andthe Mr. MACVEAGH: Seeing that the 
fact that Bell has suffered loss, he will Treasury gave the instructions to Sir 
say what action, if any, he intends William Binnie will it not pay the expense 
taking in the matter. . instead of placing it on Irish funds ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I am not 
aware of that, but I am aware there has 
been a great deal of delay which I am 
afraid is unavoidable. 
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Mr. WALTER LONG: It will be paid 
out of the Development Grant. 


Domiciliary Police Visits at Athenry. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland at what hour the 
police have entered the houses of the 
people in the neighbourhood of Athenry ; 
whether they entered houses without the 
consent of the proprietors ; and, if so, by 
what authority this was done; what was 
the object of the police in making these 
domiciliary visits. H. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Iam informed 
that police have entered ‘houses in the 
neighbourhood of Athenry in the day 
time and at night no later than 10 p.m., 
in two or three cases up to 10.30 p.m., 
when inmates were rot in bed, and with 
their consent. The object of the police 
in entering such houses was to make 
general police inquiry with a View to the 
prevention and detection of crime. 


Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask by what 
right the police enter the houses in the 


country, and is it lawful for the police to | 


lay down a rule that the occupants 
shall not go to bed before 10 p.m. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Answer to 
the last Question is in the negative. I 
have already told the hon. Member that 
tie police entered these houses with the 
consent of the inhabitants. 


Mr. DILLON: Has the right bon. 
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vided that they entered without the use 
of forcible means. 


Cartan DONELAN: Have the people 
a right to prevent the police from enter. 
ing the houses ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I am not called 
upon to explain the general law of the 
land. As far as I know no force was used 
by the police in entering the houses. 


Mr. DILLON: How much force would 
| be required to enter a cottage in an Irish 
| country district ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: By using the 
word force I did not intend to suggest 
that it was necessary violently to attack 
the people, but I meant to convey the 
fact that the entry of the police was 
made with the consent of the people 
occupying the houses. 


Mr. BLAKE (Longford, S.) asked 
whether the consent of the occupants 
was asked before the police entered, or 
whether, when they found a door which 
| was not barred, it was opened by the 
police without any intimation to the 
occupant or a request made for consent. 


Mr. WALTER LONG : 


question. 


That is a legal 


Mr. BLAKE: No, it is a question of 
fact. 


Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: The hon. 
|Member ought to give notice of that 
| Question. 





Gentleman not stated already on the | 


authority of the police that they never | 
entered houses at an hour when the 
people ought to be in bed. We are in- 
formed that they entered between 10 and | 
10,50. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said that he had 
already given two or three Answers on 
this subject. The information he had 
received was that the police did not enter 
the houses at a time when the people 
were expected to be in bed, and further 
information showed that they entered 
with the consent of the occupiers. In no 
case did the police force their entrance 
into the houses, They had a right to 
obtain any information they could, pro- 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny) 
| asked whether if a meeting is called at 
| Athenry for the purpose of explaining to 

the people their legal right to resist the 

| forcible entry of theirhomes at any hour 
‘of the day or night by police without 
/legal warrant, he will undertake that 
such meeting will not be suppressed by 
force ? 


[No Answer was retvrned.] 


The Committee of Defence, 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis): 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury can he state what is the present 
composition of thesDefence Committee ; 
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of how many members it is composed ; 
and how those members are appointed ; 
is it the practice to admit to its pro- 
ceedings on the footing of membership 
ersons other than members of the Com- 
mittee, such as the Permanent Under- 
Secretary for the Colonies and the 
Attorney-General; are such persons 
allowed to vote as members, and are the 
confidential documents of the Committee 
communicated to them; and is this 
communication irrespective of their 
having taken, or not, the Privy Council- 
lor’s oath of secrecy ; is it proposed that 
the confidential documents of the Com- 
mittee, in the keeping of the Prime 
Minister for the time being, shall be re- 
tained by him on his leaving office ; or is 
it intended that he shall either hand 
them over to his successor as Prime 
Minister or leave them in charge of the 
secretary of the Committee to be com- 
municated to that successor. 


Tue PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or tHE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Batrour, Manchester, E.): I hope that 
my hon. friend will allow me to say, with- 
out disrespect to the ten Questions put 
to me, that I really think almost every 
one was answered, and answered more 
fully than would be proper in reply to a 
Question, when I made the two speeches 
on this subject last Thursday. There 
are two Questions which I think were not 
specifically dealt with, and these are | 
whether the confidential documents of | 
the Committee are communicated to the | 
Permanent Under-Secretary for the 
Colonies and the Attorney-General, and 
to gentlemen who have assisted us from 
time to time when the subjects brought 
before the Committee were of a character 
on which their advice could be of great 
importance and value. When these two 
gentlemen attend they act as members of 
the Committee ; but of course that does 
not mean that documents not relating to 
the subjects under discussion by the Com- 
mittee are communicated to them or 
entrusted to their custody. Then the hon, 
Member seems to think that there is an 
impropriety in any gentleman being asked 
to attend the Committee who is not a 
Privy Councillor. That is not regarded 
asa bar. I need not say that I made it 
abundantly clear that the reports of the 
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minutes of meetings and the various docu: 
ments from time to time submitted to it 
are left for the perusal of our successors 
should they desire to see at what con- 
clusions we have arrived, and why we 
have arrived at them. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Perhaps the 
right hon. Gentleman will forgive me for 
asking yet another Question. Looking at 
the great importance of this new con- 
stitutional body, do I understand that 
the documents will be left in the charge 
of the secretary, and can the right hon. 
Gentleman tell me of how many members 
the Committee is composed, and how 
they are appointed? , 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think the 
hon. Member was not present when [ 
made my second speech. If he reads it 
he will see that I dealt at considerable 
length and in detail with that point. 
Perhaps he will refer to that speech, 
and then, if he remains unsatisfied on 
any point, he can put a Question to me. 
The House knows that a permanent 
office, as it were—not a very large one— 
has been created which is quite irrespec- 
tive of the incoming or the outgoing of 
Parliamentary Ministers. It is with the 
secretary of that permanent body, now 
responsible for their keeping, that the 
documents will be left when any Ministry 
goes out of office. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I understand 
from reading the right hon. Gentleman’s 
speech that the Prime Minister is the only 
absolutely necessary member of the 
Committee. Of how many members is 
the Committee composed and how was it 
appointed? The nght hon. Gentleman 
has not answered that, 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: Idonot think 
that I can add to what I have said 
before. 


Stir HENRY FOWLER: May Task, as 
to the occasional members of the Commit- 
tee who do not attend regularly and are 
not Privy Councillors, whether a distinct 
pledge is taken from them equivalent to 
the Privy Councillor’s oath that they wi!l 
maintain an absolute secrecy as to all 
that takes place in the Committee or in 
connection with its proceedings ¢ 
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Me. A. J.BALFOUR: Ido not think 


that any formal ceremony is necessary. | 
It is understood, of course—and this | 


follows from the very nature of the 
Committee—that the deliberations are of 
the most confidential character. The 
Permanent Under-Secretary for the 
Colunies, for instance, has in his hands 
every day the most confidential docu- 
ments and is absolutely trusted by 
successive Governments. As for the 
Attorney-General, I do not know what 
secret he does not know. Certainly, 
though he is hardly ever, by the practice 
of the Constitution, a Privy Councillor, 
it has never Occurred to any one to think 
that the Attorney-General for the time 
being, as a member of the Government, 
cannot be absolutely trusted with any 
secret. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: What is the 
style cf the Committee? Is ‘The Com- 
mittee of Defence” its proper name ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, that is 
its familiar and affectionate name. I 
believe ‘The Council of Imperial De- 
fence” is the true style and title of the 
Committee. 


AGRICULTURAL RATES ACT, 1896, 
ETC., CONTINUANCE BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


(Mr. Jerrreys (Hampshire, N.) in the 
Chair. | 


Clause 1. 


Amendment again proposed -— 


“Tn page 1, line 6, to leave out the words 
‘one thousand nine hundred and ten,’ and 
insert the words ‘until Parliament shall other- 
wise determine.’ ”’—(Mr. Lambert.) 


Question again proposed, “That the 
words ‘one thousand nine hundred and 
ten’ stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, FE.) rose to a 
point of order, and reminded the Com- 
mittee that when last under discussion 
this Amendment had been ruled out of 
order on the ground that it made non- 
sense of the clause. He thought it was 
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/extraordinary at the time that the 


House should have been debating for 
two hours an Amendment which wou'd 
have made nonsense of the Bill, but he 
had since examined the Act and this Bill, 
and he thought that he could satisfy the 


Minister in charge of this measure, who 


did not appear to examine the Amend- 
ments at all, that the Amendment was 
perfectly in order. 


Tae DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN: The hon, 
Member need not continue, I think, 
because the hoa. Member for South 
Molton has now put down another 
Amendment which brings this Amend- 
ment into order. 


Tue PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or THe TREASURY (Mr. A. J, 
BaLrour, Manchester, E.) hoped that 
the Commitiee would now be able to deal 
with the Amendment before the House in 
a more placid spirit than was shown at 
the close of their proceedings the o‘her 
day. He had hoped they would have 
been calmed by the withdrawal of the 
Amendment, but he gathered that with 
further consideration the hon. Member 
would see his way to withdrawing the 
bone of contention, and thus saving the 
House the time occupied in debating and 
dividing upon it. 

He had been violently assailed on 
the ground that a breach of faith 
had been committed. He hoped it 
would now be felt that the language was 
too violent. The view he had taken of 
the permanent or transitory character of 
this Act had always been the same, and 
if hon. Members would look back--he 
did not advise them, however, to take the 
trouble—to his various utterances on 
previous occasions, they would see he 
had always held that it was a matter of 
absolute indifference whether the Act 
remained temporary or was made nomin- 
ally permanent. It wascertain that that 
nominal permanence would not survive 
eny far-reaching or comprehensive treat: 
ment of the rating question, which cer- 
tainly deserved the attention of Parlia- 
ment. The difficulties were themselves 
an indication of the urgent need there 
was for Parliament to try to bring order 
into the chaos, and justice into what was 
perhaps the injustice of our existing 
system. When that was done, partial 





ie i. eth ee Be a ad 








Agricultural Rates Act, 


633 


legisla‘ion like that containcd in the 
present Bill would in the nature of the 
case Vanish and be absorbed in the 
wider and more logical and com- 
prehensive treatment which they hoped 
to sea some day attempted by this 
House. On the other hand, if the 
Act were temporary, and were not sup- 
planted by the wider measure, it was 
certain that the arguments which had 
convinced the present Opposition that 
they ought not to resist its extension 
would have equal weight with their 
suecessois. Whatever Party was in 
office and whatever Party was in Oppo- 
sition, the same arguments would lead 
to the same results; and it would be 
felt that until the matter could be dealt 
with as @ whole it would be felly not 
{o renew a measure which did, however 
icadequately, deal with one particular 
injustice of the rating system. There- 
fore it was absolutely immaterial from 
the point of view of general policy 
what decision the House came to 
on this Amendment. 

But it was said that it was not fair of 
the Government not to put on Government 
tellers in order to retain the Bill in its 
original shape. That was a novel argu- 
ment entirely and absolutely inconsistent 
with the views constantly expressed by 
hon, Gentlemen opposite. How many 
times had they not made passionate 
appeals to the Government to leave the 
House to go its own way undiverted from 
the paths of rectitude by the artificial 
methods of guidance which the system 
of Party organisation provided? Those 
who had made such appeals had no 
right to say when the practice was 
adopted that an ouirage had been in- 
flic.ed on the principles of Parliamentary 
management or on their particular inter- 
ests. As to the way in which he himself 
should vote, though it was not a matter 
of the smallest practical importance as 
to what decision was ultimately arrived 
at by the House, he proposed to vote 
for the Bill as it was introduced. He 
desired in no sense to exercise pressure 
of any sort. He hoped this explanation 
would tend to remove the alarm aad 
biiterness thas found expression last 


Wednesda y- 


Sir HENRY FOWLER (Wolverhamp- 
ton, H.) said that in charging the Govern- 
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ment with a breach of faith he had means 
nothing personally offensive. He referre1 
only to an official breach of faith with 
reference to a Parliamentary understand- 
ing across the floor of the House, which, 
if not adhered to, led to complaints which 
disturbed the peace and procedure of the 
House. Some of the remarks just made 
by the right hon, Gentleman were cer- 
tainly open to controversy, both as to their 
accuracy and as to their bearing on the 
present situation. This was not the case 
of an Amendment toa Bill which was 
before the House for the first time, and 
in regard to which the House might 
reasonably exercise its independent 
opinion without Government pressure. 
They had to remember that the Bill, 
although introduced as a permanent 
measure, Was made a temporary one very 
early in its career. Whatever justice 
this Act did to the agricultural community 
it left undone an act of justice to the 
urban community. The policy of a 
‘emporary Bill was to put pressure 
on the Government of the day, whether 
‘t be Liberal or whether it be 
Vonservative, to deal with that other 
part of the question which it left 
untouched. The Government of which 
the right hon. Gentleman was the repre- 
sentative in the House, had years ago 
pledged itself to refer the matter to a 
Royal Commission, and it did so. That 
Royal Commission took a large amount 
of evidence and in due course reported 
to the House, and he believed the Report 
it presented was one of the ablest Reports 
ever drawn up upon the question. ‘There 
were no doubt differences of opinion 
among the Commissioners, but all sections 
of the Commission recognised that the 
urban community had strong claims for 
relief and recommended legislation. So 
far as regarded reducing that recom- 
mendation into a practical shape, he 
thought that the Report drawn up by 
two distinguished servants of the Trea- 
sury, Sir George Murray and Sir Edward 
Hamilton, represented a practicable solu- 
tion of that difficult question, He laid 
no blame on the Government because 
they did not in 1901 introduce legislation 
founded upon the Report of the Com- 
mittee. They were in the midst of a 
great war. When the Renewal Bill was in- 
troduced it was introduced as a perma- 
aent measure, but it was converted into a 
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temporary measure by an agreement 
across the floor of the House, and when 
the Bill went into Committee the 
Amendment giving effect to that agree- 
ment was put_and at once carried. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. GERALD 
Batrour, Leeds, Central): The arrange- 
ment was made by means of Question 
and Answer. 


*Sir HENRY FOWLER said the point 
never came before the Committee as a 
controversial question, But he was 
bound at that point to interject a 
parenthetical observation that, in his 
opinion, the Government ought during 
the last four years to have dealt with 
this question. It would have been a 
better thing for them and forthe country 
at large if they had devoted some time 
to the solution of this grave and impor- 
tant problem. But for some reason they 
had not done so, and in due course the 
time had arrived forthis Act to berenewed, 
The Government thereupon put into the 
mouth of the King a statement that a 
measure would be brought before Parlia- 
mint to renew the Act as a temporary 
Act. He took it that that was a pledge 
on the part of the Government that 
its temporary character would be re- 
tained. Then the catastrophe occurred 
the other day, when an hon. Member 
on his side of the House, not speaking 
in any representative capacity for those 
who sat on that side, but speaking for 
himself as a consistent supporter of the 
Bill from. the very first, and as one 
who supported it at a time when it was 
most fiercely contested, wished to make 
it a permanent measure. What they 
had to complain of was, that the 
Minister in charge of the Bill, instead 
of saying that the Government intro- 
duced it as a temporary measure, and 
would support it as such, and could 
not, therefore, accept the Amendment, 
gave a very broad hint to hon. Mem- 
bers on his own side of the House to 
vote for it. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No. Can 
the right hon. Gentleman quote any 
passage of my speech which can be thus 
interpreted ? 


Sir Henry Fowler, 
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*Sir HENRY FOWLER said it might 
be his imperfect interpretation, but 
he certainly did interpret the right 
hon. Gentleman’s words as an invitation 
to Members on his own side of the 
House to support the Amendment. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Prime Minister 
had told them that the difference be- 
tween them was a purely academic one, 
The question was, should they make 
the Bill temporary or permanent? He 
differed from the right hon. Gentleman, 
He did not think the question was 
purely academic. The Bill, at the pre- 
sent time, did not rest on a permanent 
basis, and it did not require assent in 
another place for its termination. But he 
agreed with the right hon, Gentleman 
that the Bill would have to be renewed 
until the Government insisted that 
there should be a general settlement of 
the whole question. He felt that the 
injustice to the urban ratepayer was 
heavier than to the agricultural, for 


in some places the urban rates 
were two.or three times the amount 
of the agricultural rates. Now, 


however, as he understood the right 
hon. Gentleman had agreed to give his 
great personal example in voting against 
the Amendment, he trusted that, under 
the circumstances, the hon. Member for 
South Molton would agree to'withdraw it. 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton) said that if the Prime Minister 
was going to vote against his Amend- 
ment he was afraid it was not going into 
the division lobby. He was sorry the 
right hon. Gentleman did not think his 
own Bill was good enough to be made 
permanent or till Parliament should 
otherwise determine. He had placed 
him in a predicament by forsaking his 
own Bill. {Cries of “‘No, no!”] Well, 
he had forsaken the principle upon which 
it was introduced in 1896. Of course, if 
he were going to vote against the Amend- 
ment and if the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for East Wolverhampton 
were going to vote against it, he was 
afraid it would be no use his running his 
head against a brick wall of the big 
battalions. He regretted very much that 
both Front Benches were taking the view 
that his Amendment was one which 
ought not to be embodied in the Bill; he 


believed it ought to be. Still, if the 
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Prime Minister were going to vote against 
him, he could only say that rather thin 
be beaten in the division lobby he 
should ask leave to withdraw his Amend- 
ment, because after all that had been 
said and done he should not like to see 
the House divide and the Amendment 
beaten. The other day it was ruled that 
it was a nonsensic:! Ameadment and out 
of order, and he was glod to know that the 
Chairman had seen fit to put it from the 
Chair, because, instead of it being non- 
sense. he believed if it were inserted it 
would be about the best bit of sense in 
the Bill. He could, however, only repeat 
himself and sav that, after the statement 
of the Prime Minister, he must ask leave 
to withdraw his Amendment. 


*Mr. CHAPLIN (Lincolnshire, Sleaf rd) 
sail that if the hon. Member thought 
they were all going to agree to the with- 
drawal of his Amendment he could tell 
him he was very much mistaken. There 
was no earthly reason in any single 
argument he had vet heard why it 
should be withdrawr, The right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Wolver- 
hampton said the other day there 
had been a breach of faith on the 
part of the Government, but did he re- 
member what occurred in the discussions 
mthe past ? Did he remember the furious 
opposition which the Bill encountered in 
days gone by—he might say the savage 
ferocity which was directed against both 
the Bill and its authors, directed against 
the Hill not ir its permanent form but in 
its temporary form. It was agreed to 
be made temporary onthe Second Reading 
ofthe Bill, not for the reason alleged by 
the hon. Member for Kirkcaldy the other 
day, not because pressure was put on 
the Government of that time by the 
borough Members. It was nothing of 
the kind, and he would tell them exactly 
what did occur. A number of Lancashire 
borough Members came to him in the 
Lobby, and :aid,—‘‘ Now, look here! 
We will support you through thick and 
thin in whatever you do in regard to this 
Bill, Tf you make it permanent we will 
support .ou, but at the same time we 
shall be glad if you think it right to let 
it be temporary. But please understand 
this: so fir from wishing to put the 
slightest pressure upon you, we will sup- 
port you, whatever course you take.” 
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Now, that was what the hon. Member 
for Kirkcaldy calied pressure being put on 
him by the borough Members. His reply 
‘o those Lancashire gentlemen was that 
he did not think it mattered very much 
whether the Bill was temporary or per- 
minent, for he hal already announced 
on the First Reading that a Commis-ion 
would be appointed to inquire into the 
whole question, that it would report, 
he presumed, within a reasonable time, 
and that in all probability, if other 
things did not stand in the way, legis 
lation would soon afterwards be in- 
troduced. The only reason why that 
had not been done long ago was, so far 
as he knew, to be found in the tremendous 
amount of time which had been devoted 
by hon. Gentlemen on the other side of 
the House to opposing and obstructing 
the measures which the Government had 
thought it necessary to proceed with 
first. As he had pointed out, the whole 
of the oppositioi which they had to 
contend with in those days was direct=d 
against the Bill notin its permanent form 
but asa temporary measure. Tfow on 
earth were they to know that the Oppo- 
sition—the leaders and the rank and file— 
were going to take the course they had 
done on this occasion, after their great 
recantation. [Cries of “No.”] Yes, it 
was an absolute recantation of their 
previous opposition, and they had every 
right to suppose that they would 
abstain from that opposition, whatever 
form the Bill might take in the future; 
and to tell them now that the mere 
decision of the Government to leave tho 
voting on an Amendment to make the 
Bill permanent—a Radical Amend:nen-, 
by-the-bye—was a sufficient ground for 
their change of attitude, was to tell them 
something which, with all due respect, 
would not wash for a single moment. 


He did not want this Ameadment to 
be withdrawn, and he said that ia the 
interests of the boroughs. They had 
had ten years experience of a temporary 
measure, and it had led to nothing being 
done in the interests of the boroughs. 
Why was that? It was said by Gentle- 
men opposite that it was too much 
to expect any Government to interfere 
with a temporary measure before its time 
had expired. He held that the Goveri- 
ment was entitled to interfere with any 
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measure of that kind if it thought fit, but | 


he was bound to say at the same time 
that there was some force in the conten- 
tion. On the other hand, if they made 
the Bill permanent—permanent, that was 
to say, until the whole question could be 
dealt with—then they would have forth- 
with such an agitation on the part of the 
boroughs for a change in the law which 
would give them fair and equal justice, 
that he would defy any Government, he 
did not care from which Party it was 
drawn, very long to resist it. That was the 
ground on which, in the interests of the 
borough Members, quite as much as in 
the interests of Parliamentary con- 
venience, he believed it would be right 
and proper to support this Amendment. 
He believed, also, it would be in the 
interests of the country at large, of the 
agricu!tural community as well as of the 
boroughs, and, above all, in the interests 
of hon. Gentlemen opposite, that the 
measure should be carried in the form 
suggested by the hon. Member for South 
Molton. He had some conversation with 
that hon. Member the other day, and he 
was certainly surprised at the course he 
had now decided to adopt. It was 
asserted that he (the Member for Sleaford) 
had ‘“ nobbled”’ the Prime Minister. 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs) : 
No; the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board. 


*Mr. CHAPLIN said the hon. Member 
offered to withdraw that expression if 
he could tell him he knew nothing before- 
hand about the intentions of the Govern- 
ment. Now, he would tell him exactly 
what happened that afternoon. Just 
before the Amendment came on he left 
his place and asked the President of the 
Local Government Board what he was 
going todo inregard to it. The reply 
was that he thought he would leave it an 
open question, and he was asked if he 
approved of that. He said at once, of 
course he did, and that he was very 
glad to hear it, for, as far as he was con- 
cerned, he should certainly support the 
Amendment, whether it was left open 
or not. Later on he saw the hon. 
Member for South Molton, and told him 
he would support his Amendiment with 
all the forces at his command. Now at 
the last moment, to his intense surprise, 


Mr. Chaplin. 


and to his very great disgust, the hon, 
Member, who he had thought really did 
mean business, and who he had hoped 
was indulging in something more than 
mere Party electioneering, proposed to 
withdraw his Amendment. All he could 
say was that so far as he had any weight 
he should object to the withdrawal, and 
should do his very utmost to get the 
Amendment carried. 


Mr. DALZIEL thanked the right 
hon. Gentleman for the tribute he 
had paid to the authenticity of 
the remarks he made the other day, 
They now found themselves in a very 
peculiar and interesting position in regard 
to the Bill. The Prime Minister, in re- 
gard to the Amendment of the hon. 
Member for South Molton, was going to 
take a different course to that adopted 
by the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board. The Government hat 
brought in a Bill which they had declared 
to be of a temporary character; now 
they left the whole principle of the Bil! 
practically to the “ vote as you please’ 
decision of the House. That was not a 
course which any Government should 
take in regard to its own Bill. The 
Prime Minister had reminded them that 
he had often been appealed to to leave 
the voting open. That was not the 
point. His contention was that it was 
the duty of the Government to make up 
their minds definitely on this question 
and not, by withdrawing the Whips, to 
leave the matter open to their supporters. 
He thought he saw the reason why the 
Government had taken up their present 
attitude. Sooner or later—later rather 
than sooner—he expected there would be 
a general election, and the right hon. 
Gentleman was anxious, while still de- 
fending the honour and dignity of the 
Government, to allow the agricultural 
Members to vote for making the Act 
permanent and the borough Members to 
vote for making it temporary, so that 
when they were called upon to face their 
constituents they would be able to point 
with virtuous pride to their votes. That 
was, he believed, the sole reason for the 
Government allowing their supporters 
to “go as you please.” 

He did not think this should be 
made a permanent measure; it was 
originally passed as a temporary one, 
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and he did not think the right 
hon. Gentleman the Prime Minister 


would deny that had he not conceded the 


demand that it should be made temporary 


its passing would have been endangered. 
So great was the opposition to it among 
his supporters that he doubted if it could 
ever have been passed as a permanent 
measure. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Sleaford had urged that they 
should make the Act permanent, because 
then the urban constituencies would rise 
in revolt and something would have to be 
done—it was to be the last straw which 
vould bring about an agitation which 
vould compel the Government to deal 
with the demands of the'urban districts. 
Well, he could not accept that view; he 
held, on the contrary, that if the measure 
were temporary it would obviously be 
the duty of the next Government to deal 
ith the urban question, so that the 
whole problem might be solved. He had 
wever altered his opinion that this Bill 
was unjust and unfair: that it was a 
bribe toa particular class of the com- 
munity, and he was opposed to making 
it permanent, both on that ground and 
because such a step would make it more 
dificult to obtain consideration for the 
claims of the urban districts. 


Mr. MILDMAY (Devonshire, Totnes) 
did not agree that if this Amendment 
were carried the result would be that all 
prospect of a comprehensive scheme of 
tating reform would vanish. It must 
lot be forgotten that personal property 
escaped paving rates in consequence of 
the annual renewal of the Expiring Laws 
Continuance Bill; and, seeing that the 
amual renewal of that Act had not 
compelled the Government to deal with 
the whole question of rating reform, he 
submitted that the argument of the hon. 
Member opposite would not hold water 
for a single moment. They were now 
Voting as to whether this temporary 
expedient which did justice to agricul- 
turists should continue until a compre- 
hensive measure of rating reform was 
brought forward. He was strongly in 
favour of this. He believed many 
Members representing agricultural con- 
stituencies on the other side of the 
House were also strongly in favour of 


it, and he hoped they would vote against 
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the proposition for the withdrawal of 
the Amendment. 


Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE 
(Wiltshire, Cricklade) supposed that after 
the speech they had just had from the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Sleaford it would be too much for then 
to hope that the matter would be 
terminated, by the unopposed with- 
drawal of the Amendment. He thought 
there was every reason why an emphatic 
protest should be made from that side of 
the House against the attitude of the 
Prime Minister on the question. He 
protested against the right hon. Gentle- 
man treating the question of the tem- 
porary or permanent character of the 
measure as one of no practical import- 
ance. He did not wish to take up the 
time of the Committee with points of 
order, for, of course, he accepted the ruling 
of the Chair that the new Amendment 
placed on the Paper by the hon. Member 
for South Molton had put the firs 
Amendment in order. But it seemed to 
many of them a very open question 
whether the enormous change proposed 
by the Amendment was really within the 
title of the Bill. He was not saving it 
would be in the power of the Chairman to 
rule that it was outside the title of the 
Bill, but he did suggest that a change of 
the kind proposed was as near being so 
as legitimately it could possibly be. It 
was a Bill to extend an Act which was a 
temporary Act, and yet the object of the 
Amendment was to make the Billl 
permanent. That appeared to him to be 
very like a violation of the ancient and 
established practice of Parliament. In 
any case he protested against the doctrine 
laid down by the Prime Minister that it 
did not signify, and that it was the same 
thing greatly to extend or diminish a 
proposal before the House. Sir Erskine 


‘May pointed out that there was an 
‘essential distinction when in his 


book 
on Parliamentary practice he said that 
the modification of a notice of Motion 
was permitted if the amended notice did 
not exceed the scope of the original 
Motion, and, if a Motion were proposed 
which differed materially from the terms 
of the notice, on an occasion of that kind 
it could only be made with the consent 
of the House. This was, it was true. an 
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Amendment to a Bill, but he thought 
the Committee ought to be guided by the 
spirit of those observations. If this 
subject were to be considered from the 
point of view of the general question of 
local taxation, he must ask the Govern- 
ment whether it was their intention or 
not to bring forward in the present 
session of Parliament the measure relating 
to valuation promised in the King’s 
Speech. 


Agricultural Rates Act, 





Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
said that with all due respect to the 
noble Lord he was bound to say his two 
points of order had nothing whatever 
in them. He had told them that in 
his opinion the title of the Bill would not 
allow of suchan Amendment. Butit was 

Bill to extend the Agricultural Rates 
Act, 1896. 


Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE: I 


said it ran as near the line as possible. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES denied that 
it went as near as it possibly could; it 
was a long way off. It was a Bill to 
extend the Agricultural Rates Act. They 
might extend it ad infinitum. They 
might extend it until Parliament other- 
wise determined—which was what the 
Amendment proposed—or they might 
extend it until all eternity. Then with 
regard to the other point raised by the 
noble Lord, he would point out that 
Amendments in Committee and notices 
of Motion were not on the same footing. 
It was quite right that there should be no 
extension in the case of a notice of 
Motion laying down an important prin- 
ciple which the House came prepared to 
discuss and hear discussed, but it was 
quite different with Amendments in 
Committee. Of these no notice was 
required, and indeed they often became 
necessary in consequence of what had 
happened in the course of the debate. 
He did think the Opposition were un- 
grateful in complaining because the 
Government were allowing their followers 
to vote as they pleased—a vote that 
was according to the dictates of reason 
and logic—in respect of an Amendment 
moved from the opposite benches; and 
their suggestion that the Government on 
previous occasions had rejected their 


appeals to allow their followers freedom 


Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice. 
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of action made their pre<ent complaint 


doubly ungrateful. What sort of en- 
couragement was it to a poor Govern. 
ment to be told that they were always 
doing wrong, and if thev were to find 
that when they did rizht it was not to 
be accepted as being right ? 


The Prime Minister had 
and said truly—that this was an 
academic question. Whether this Act 
was made permanent or whether it 
remained, as introduced, a temporary 

one, the question would still have to come 
up for settlement when the whole rating 
question came to be dealt with—for the 
Act, whether permanent or temporary, 
would disappear in the general schoie of 
settlement. He was disposed to agree 


said— 


with the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Sleaford that it was better 
for the Act to be made permanent. 


If they made the Act permanent there 
would be such an agitation from the 
boroughs as could not be resisted, and he 
pictured to himself the awful prospect of 
Birmingham marching on London, and 


Manchester revolting, and both being 
led through Lincolnshire by the right 


hon, Gentleman the Member for Sleaford, 
The President of the Local Government 
Board told the Committee on the last 
occasion that he would not vote either for 
or against this Amendment. In his (Mr. 
Bowles) anxiety to be led by his leaders 
he had very grave doubt on that occasion 
as to which wav he should vote, or 
whether he should vote at all. To-day 
that doubt had been dissolved. The 
Prime Minister had said his opinion was 
that the Bill should be maintained by 
logical minded persons in the shape in 
which it now existed, and consequently 
the Amendment of the Member for 
South Molton should be rejected. That 
determined his action, and he should 
vote with the Prime Minister with a 
satisfaction only tempered by the regret 
he felt in not following the President of 
the Local Government Board. 


*Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham) : said he rose 
for the purpose of expressing his surprise 
that if this matter was of no practical 
importance the Prime Minister should 
have taken the course he had. Why 
the Amendment had not been resisted by 
the Government from the first he could 
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not understand. The Bill would have 
been through Committee last Wednesday 
but for this Amendment having arisen. 
If the Bill were altered there would need 
to be a Report stage, and some of them 
who were borough Members and who felt 
keenly the injustice of making this a 
permanent Act would feel compelled to 
attempt to alter and improve the Bill in 
that They did not wish to 
waste time over the Amendment at all, 
and he for one acknowledged that the agri- 
cultural interest required consideration, 
but on the other hand it was a matter of 
importance to the towns that the question 
should automatically come up for dis- 
cussion from time to time. The right hon. 
Member for Sleaford had said that the 
boroughs would be so roused by feelings 
of injustice that they would make the 
life of the Government intolerable if 
they did not deal with the question of 
local taxation. He was glad to have 
from the right hon. Gentleman an 
acknowledgment of the injustice which 
the boroughs were suffering at the 
present time. For himself he hated the 
wrangles that went on between town and 
country. Ifthe Bill were made temporary 
and renewed from time to time the 
matter would come up at successive 
periods, causing the question to be 
raised whether the time had not then 
arrived to deal with the question of 
rating on a wider basis. He hoped, 
therefore, that the Amendment would 
be rejected. 


stage. 


Sir GEORGE BARTLEY (Islington, 
N.) said as a borough Member the only 
thing that induced him to make up 
his mind one way or the other was the 
effect which this matter had on the 
subject of local taxation. The  sub- 
ject was one which they should have 
tackled before this. There was a great 
grievance in the boroughs and other 
parts of the country. He was not 
alarmed about the marching up of the 
towns on this subject. He did not 
think that would be very effective, 
hut he thought they should have now 
and again a debate such as this to 
taise the question of local taxation. 
If the Agricultural Rates Act were a 
permanent measure the question might 
Possibly be relegated to some time in 
“the distant future, and he would rather 
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run the risk of having a debate on the 
subject occasionally, because he thought 
it would hasten a great national change 
in the systein of taxation about which 
he was very keen, 


Dr. HUTCHINSON (Sussex, Rye) 
said he thought the speech just made 
refiected almost identically the opinion 
on the Opposition side of the House. 
The right hon. Member for Sleaford twitted 
the Opposition with a change of opinion 
within the last eight years. He was 
perfectly certain that the right hon. 
Gentleman would realise the fact that 
fighting for a principle was one thing, but 
when that principle had been defeated 
and the change had been in operation 
for several vears, it was quite a different 
thing to upset the arrangements that 
had been made. Had he been in the 
House when this Bill was fought origin- 
ally he should have fought it as strongly 
his friends did. But after nine 
years of its operation, when new con- 
tracts and arrangements had been en- 
tered into, it was a different matter. 
It was unthinkable that in the present 
state of affairs they could by one stroke 
of the pen stop this Bill at the moment. 
They might have their heads in the 
clouds, put they must remember that 


as 


they had their feet on the ground, 
and as men of common sense they 


had to deal with affairs as they were 
at present. They did not want this 
Bill to be permanent, and there was 
a good deal of common sense in the 
remark of the Member for Islington 
as to the periodical bringing up of this 
question. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Memter for Sleaiord argued to-day for 
the relief of the farmer. The small 
farmer paid perhaps £100 in rent and 
£15 in rates. If the right hon. Gentle- 
man was so anxious to relieve the farmer, 
surely the £100 was a much bigger ques- 
.tion. But the right hon. Gentleman 
knew perfectly well that the landlords, 
like the other monopolists, wanted to 
throw the burden on the ratepayers. If 
the right hon. Gentleman wanted to re- 
lieve the farmer he could surely find an 
opportunity. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: What opportunity 
have | ? 
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Dr. HUTCHINSON: Make your be redistributed out of existence. He 
opportunity. You know the House trusted the right hon. Gentleman the 


better than I do. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: I do not know how 
I can reduce my rents more than 70 or 
80 per cent., as I have already done. 

Dr. HUTCHINSON: That is 


example to other landlords. 


an 


This is 


THE DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN : 


outside the present question. 


Dr. HUTCHINSON said he regretted 
if he had gone outside the narrow limits 
of the debate. He hoped the Bill would 
not be made permanent. 


Lievut.-CoLoneEL PRYCE-JONES (Mont- 
gomery Boroughs) said inasmuch as he 
supported most loyally the Government 
in 1896 in passing this Bill, and inas- 
inuch as he had defended it in his own 
constituency and in certain parts of Wales, 
he would state why he could not see his 
way to support the Amendment. Al- 
though he represented boroughs, he 
lovally supported the Government in 
passing the measure because he saw a 
great opportunity of doing some good 
for his agricultural friends, but he thought 
a great mistake—he would not go so far 
as to sav a breach of faith—would be 
committed by the House of Commons 
if they made the Act permanent. There 
could be no doubt that the towns re- 
quired relief in local rates, and the occupier 
of agricultural land had been greatly 
aided in the last few vears. In his own 
county of Montgomeryshire, one of the 
smallest in the Kingdom, agricultural 
land had been relieved of some £12,000 
to £15,000 in rates per annum since 1896, 
and he hoped his Radical agricultural 
friends in the constituency would not for- 
get that at the next election. He there- 
fore appealed to hon. Members who re- 
presented county constituencies not to go 
back upon the pledge given in 1896 that 
the Act should not be permanent. 

Mr. 


LLOYD-GEORGE = (Carnarvon 


3orough-) said he did not think his hon. 
and gallant friend need trouble about his 
constituency, because he understood it was 
one of the constituencies which was to 





Member for Sleaford would see that the 
general feeling of the House was in favour 
of making the Bill a temporary one, 
After all, the Government was anxious 
to avoid troubles on difficult questions, 
and even the next Government would 
desire to avoid the settlement of the 
local taxation problem unless forced upon 
it. He was certain the next Govern- 
ment could not renew a measure of this 
kind without at the same time extending 
relief to the towns as well. He did not 
join with those who condemned the 
Prime Minister in leaving this an open 
question. He was only sorry that what 
the right hon. Gentleman had done now 
had not been done before. Many a time 
in Committee propositions which did 
not commend themselves to the judgment 
of the House as a whole, were carried 
simply because the Government did not 
see their way to treat them as open 
questions. Upstairs the Government 
were constantly defeated, but no one 
ever dreamt of treating the questions 
there as questions of confidence, with 
the result that the Bills came out in a 
much better form than they went in. 
It was a great misfortune that Govern- 
ments did not more generally follow the 
practice which the Prime Minister had 
adopted on this occasion. He did not 
think the present case was one in which 
the practice should have been initiated. 
but he was glad that the Prime Minister 
had had the courage to leave anything 
an open question. If a similar course 
had been adopted in regard to many 
matters in such measures as the Licens- 
ing Bill and the Education Bill those 
measures would have issued from the 
House of Commons not in the shape they 
finally assumed, but would probably 
have effected a settlement of difficult 
problems which now had been left open 
or even exacerbated. He hoped that 
in future the Government would leave 
more of these matters to the judgment 
of the House. 


Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire) said 
there was a disposition to suppose that 
every member of the Opposition who 
opposed the Bill eight years ago was now 
converted to the principle of this measure. 
He was an example to the contraryt 
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He regarded the Bill on its first intro- 
duction as immoral, and he regarded it 
so still. The fact that one set of people 
were poor and required assistance did 
not make it right to pick the pockets 
of another set of people. The Bill 
rested on expediency then, and_ it 
rested on expediency now. The Prime 
Minister no doubt thought it expedient 
that the present Government should 
remain in office, but that did not make 
their remaining in office any the more 
moral. The Bill rested on no solid foun- 
dation, and he should be glad to see it 
made temporary in order that it might 
come up for reconsideration at the first 
opportunity. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.)  sug- 
gested that borough Members on the 
other side might assist the House in 
coming to an immediate decision. This 
matter was of serious importance to 
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London, inasmuch as London, while 
receiving only £2,000 under the Bill, con- 
tributed at least £500,000 or £600,000. 
He had no desire to continue the dis- 
cussion if it was understood that borough 
Members opposite were going to take the 
reasonable view indicated by the hon. 
Member for North Islington. Agricul- 
turists were getting all that they could 
ask in the temporary renewal of the Bill, 
and they should at any rate leave to 
the representatives of boroughs, on 
whom the burden of rates was pressing 
with far greater severity, the hope that 
when the matter came up again some- 
thing would be done for the towns as 
well as for the rural districts. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 266: 
Noes, 80. (Division List No. 161.) 





Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. 
Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir Alex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Alhusen, Augustus HenryEden 
Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arrol, Sir William 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herb. Henry 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hon.SirH. 
Austen, Sir John 

Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt.Hn. A. J. (Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt. HnGerald W.( Leeds 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Barry, Sir Francis T.(Windsor 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 

Benn, John Williams 

Bill, Charles 

Bingham, Lord 

Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boland, John 

Bond, Edward 

Boulnois, Edmund 

Bowles, l.Gibson (King’sLynn) 
Brand, Hon. Arthur G, 

Bright, Allan Heywood 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Bull, William James 


AYES. 


Burke, E. Haviland 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 
Campbell, Rt. Hn.J.A.(Glasgow) 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
Cawley, Frederick 
Chamberlain, Rt Hn..J. A.( Wore. 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crombie, John William 
Crossley, Rt. Hn. Sir Savile 
Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Delany, William 

Denny, Colone' 
Devlin.CharlesRamsay(Galway 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 

Dillon, John 


| Donelan, Captain A. 


Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Chas. M. (Lanark) 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Ellice,CaptEC(SAndrw’s Bghs) 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Evans,Sir FrancisH.(Maidstone 
Fardell, Sir T. George 


| Farrell, James Patrick 


Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 


( Ffrench, Peter 

| Field, William 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 

| Findlay, Alexander (Lanark,NE 
Finlay,Sir R. B.(Inv’rn’ss B’ghs) 
Firbank, Sir Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flower, Sir Ernest 
Flyna, James Christopher 
Forster, Henry William 

| Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 

Fuller, J. M. F. 

| Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 

Graham, Henry Robert 

Grant, Corrie 

| Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 

| Greene,Sirk. W (B’rySEdm’nds 

; Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harcourt, Lewis 

| Hardie,J. Keir (MerthyrTydvil) 

| Harrington, ‘Timothy 

Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Hayter, Rt. Hon.Sir Arthur D. 

Heath, SirJames(Staffords.NW 

Helder, Augustus 

Helme, Norval Watson 

| Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 

| Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 

| Hickman, Sir Alfred 

| Higham, John Sharp 

| 

| 

| 


Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E.) 

Holland, Sir William Henry 
| Hope,J.F (Sheffield, Brightside 
| Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
| Hoult, Joseph 

Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. 
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Huttoa, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnson, John 

Jones, David Brynmor(Sw’nsea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan,W. 
ienyon, Hon. Geo.T.( Denbigh) 
Kilbride, Denis 

Knowles, Sir Lees 

Lamont, Norman 

Langley, Batty 

Laurie, Lieut-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W.) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 

Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Leese, SirJosephl’.( Accrington) 
Leng, Sir John 

Lloyd-George, David 

Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,S, ) 
Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M‘Crae, George 

M*Fadden, Edward 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mninsfield, Horace Rendall 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Mitchell, William (Burnley) 
Mooney, John J. 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Murphy, John 

Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndbam (Bath) 
Mvers, William Henry 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 



















Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Bowles, Lt-Gol. H. F.( Middlesex 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F (N. Lanes.) 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig,Charles Curtis (Antrim.S. 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Fellowes, RtHn. AilwynEdward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn SirJ. (Mane’r 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Foster,Philip S.(Warwick,S. W. 
Gardner, Ernest 
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Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) | 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Doherty, William 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 

O Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’ Kelly, James(Roscommoa,N. 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Parrott, William 

Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Zea, Russell 

2edmond, John E. (Waterford 
Reid, Sir R. Threshie (Dumfries) 





; Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 


la - ’ : 
| Samuel, Sir HarryS.( Limehouse 


tenwick, George 

titchie, Rt. Hon.Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
tollit, Sir Albert Kaye | 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Rose, Gharles Day | 
Royds, Clement Molyneux | 
Runciman, Walter | 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) | 
Sackville. Col. 8. G. Stopford | 


bce 
Schwann, Charles E. 


| Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 


| Sharpe, William Edward T. 
| Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
| Shaw-Stewart, Sir H. (Renfrew) | 


| 
| Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) | 
| 


| Sheehy, David 
| Shipman, Dr. John G. 


| Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) | 


Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 


NOES. 


Gartit, William 
Gordon, Hn. J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 


| Gunter, Sir Robert 


Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Marq.of (L’nd’nderry 
Hardy,Lawrence(Kent,Ashford 
Hobhouse, RtHnH.(Somers'’t, E 
Hegg, Lindsay 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil 


' Hudson, George Bickersteth 


Hunt, Rowland 

Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Kennaway,Rt.Hon.Sir John H. 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt. Hn.Col.W. 
Kimber, Sir Henry 

Lambert, George 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham 
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Soames, Arthur Wellesley 


| Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 


Stanley, Edward Jas.(Somerset 
Stanley, Rt. Hn. Lord(Lancs.) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe; 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, DavidAlfred( Merthyr) 
Toulmin, George ‘ 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Tuff, Charles 

Tuffnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 


| Villiers, Ernest Amherst 


Vincent, Colsir C. E. H.(Sheftield 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason, John Cathcart (Orkney 
Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E.( Taunton 
White, George (Norfolk) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton und. Lyne 


| Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
| Whitmore, Charles Algernon 


Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wills, Arthur Walters (N. Dorset 


| Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
| Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
| Wilson, John (Falkirk) 

| Wilson, John (Giasgow) 

| Wilson-'Todd, SirW.H.(Yorks.) 


Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. FE. R.(Bi.th) 


| Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 


Woodhouse,SirJ T (Hudderst’d 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart 
Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


THE AYES—Mr. 
Herbert Gladstone and Mr. 
Spencer. 






Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Gol. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Gecil 

Marks, Harry Hananel 
Maxwell. W.J.H.( Dumfriesshire 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Milner, Rt. Hon.Sir FrederickG. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh,N.) 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu,Hon.J Scott (Hants.) 
Moore, William 

Morrison, James Archibald 
Mount, William Arthur 
Nolan, Col. John P.(Galway,N. 
Peel, Hn. Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 
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Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Sir Frederick Carne 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spear, John Ward 


Motion made, and Question proposed. 
“That the clause stand part of the 
Bill.” 


| Stanley, HonArthur(Ormskirk) 

| Stevenson, Francis S. 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. M‘Taggart 
Talbot, Lord E. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Welby,Sir Charles G.E.( Notts.) 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 


| and 
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White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Wilson, A. Stanley( York, E.R.) 
Wyndham-Quin, Gol. W. H. 
Younger, William 


1905} 


(Chichester) 


TELLERS FoR THe Noes—Mr. 
Chaplin and Mr. Mildmay. 


Sir William Harcourt on this question 
in 1896 had been greatly misrepresented 
misunderstood by agricuiturists. 


| What he denounced was that while the 


*Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, | 
E.) said a great deal of misapprehension 
had existed in the minds of hon. Members | 
opposite as to the attitude of many | 
members of the Opposition in respect to 
the renewal of the Agricultural Rates Act, | 
to the enactment of which they offered, | 
in 1896, the most strenuous opposi- | 
tion. While not only ready but anxious 
torenew that Act at the present time, he | 
did not abate by one jot or tittle the 
position he then took up. The argu- 
ments advanced in opposition to the Bill 
in 1896 had even more force to-day, | 
when more clearly seen how | 
unequally and unjustly it operates. | 
The case for renewal was absolutely 
plain to everyone familiar with agri- 
cultural districts. In the case of free- 
holders it would be unjust to withdraw 
the relief, an equal injustice would | 
be inflicted on leaseholders the terms | 
of whose leases had not expired, and in 
the case of many farms where rents had 
not. been altered and where there had 
been no previous abatements of rents | 
owing to estates having been managed | 
for many vears on a uniform system of 
moderate rents. But that did not in the 
least diminish the objections entertained 
by himself and his friends to the principle 
of the Act. While it might be to the 
convenience of present or future Ministers 
to have four years in which to think over | 
the question of local taxation, he per- | 
sonally would have been glad to see the | 
Bill renewed year by year until a final 
settlement was arrived at. Whatever | 
Ministry was in power within the next 
year or two, local taxation would have 
to be dealt with in a broad and com- 
prehensive spirit. Supposing there was 
a change of Ministry he did not believe 
that tenant farmers would suffer in the | 
least in respect of any relief to agricul- | 
tural rates. The speeches of the late | 


it 1s 


tenant farmers were the men who had 
really suffered from the depression 
the Bill relieved tenant farmers only 
incidentally and indirectly, its real effect 
being to pass a vast sum of public 
money more or less rapidly into the 
pockets of the landowners. Those 
speeches were, in his opinion, the greatest 
speeches on the real issues of land tenure 
reform ever delivered in Parliament. 


Sir William Harcourt affirmed the pro- 


position that the question of rates was 


| of vast importance to the tenant farmers 


but that the Bill relieved the wrong 
men, and in the wrong way. Looked 
at as an jincome-tax on actual profits, 
arate even of 2s. 2d. to 2s. 6d. in the £. 
was extremely serious. According to 
the farm accounts brought before the 


Agricultural Commission, the average 
rate of profit during the depression 


was so low that the amount of the 
rates was in some cases far greater than 
the profit which the tenant farmers had 


‘been able to draw from their farms 
for vears past. The continuance of the 


relief of rates was therefore a 
of vital importance to them. 


question 


But no answer had been or could be 
given to the charges brought against the 
principle of the Bill. It rejected the 
tremendous case which the town manu- 
facturers and tradesmen had jor relief, 
men who were emploving a larg> ainount 
of labour. incurring great risks and 
making profits often as small or smaller 
than the farmers. It was grossly unjust 
to impound the first great surplus of the 
present Ministry for the benefit of a 
particular class. Under th» present 
land tenure tenant farmers were obliged 
during the depression not only to pay 
rents which represented far more than 
was economically possible for the land to 
produce, but they were compelled owing 
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the whole of the rates out of their own 
pocket and were unable to transfer any 
of the local burdens to the landlords 
whose land they held and on whom those 
burdens were supposed on bargaining to 
rest. That had been proved up to the 
hilt. The only inference to draw from 
this was that this measure was and al- 
ways would be a Landlords’ Relief Bill. 
He challenged anyone on the opposite 
side of the House to attempt to traverse 
this contention that as the law stood and 
if economic forces were left to take their 
course the relief afforded by this Bill 
would go to the landlords. This was 
unavoidable and the whole of this money 
had gone and would go into the pockets 
of the landowners, Where there were 
abatements at the time this took place, at 
once. He had been assured that this was 
the case in regard to two large estates in 
the Midlands, And a large landowner 
had told him that this would of course be 
done on his own estate. They were not 
to be blamed. ‘The process was in- 
evitable, and would operate at each 
revision of the rent. In the case of 
other land, when the value came up 
for review and the land was sold, this 
relief would go straight into the pockets 
of the landlords when the whole of these 
economic considerations and laws came 
into effect in governing the bargains be- 
tween landlord and tenant and the sale 
of agricultural land to new purchasers 
took place. The dole provided for in 
this Bill added so much percentage to 
the annual and the capital value of the 
estates of the landlords. Those were the 
objections which the Liberal Party had 
maintained and would maintain to this 
measure. They were willing to renew 
it now because they recognised that 
agricultural land earned a very low rate 
of profit aid the withdrawal would 
work injustice but they did so in the 
hope, that a Ministry would soon be in 
power which would deal boldly and con- 
clusively with this question of local taxa- 
tion; and, regarded agricultural 
land, would see that the right men re- 
ceived the relief, and that it was dis- 
tributed in the right way, and whether 
by a division of the rates between the 
owner and occupier, or by some direct 
form of tax upon the owner, so as 
really to relieve the pressure and burden 


Mr, Channing. 


as 
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to the weakness of their position to pay | 
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of rating upon those who really needed 
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the relief, 


He should like to have seen the 
renewal of this At limited to a 
shorter period than four years. This 
was a question which ought to be dealt 
with speedily, and although they might 
acquiesce in this Bill they would remem- 
ber that the Prime Minister had told 
them that nothing in this Bill limited 
the absolute right of Parliament to deal 
with this question and no constitutional 
obstacle stood in the way of any Ministry 
dealing with local taxation before four 
years expired. They should in the near 
future revise and amend this Act in such 
a way as would make the relief go to 
those who had born the burdens of 
agricultural depression in past years, and 
who were entitled to receive relief in the 
future. He hoped that duty would be 
undertaken before long and carried out 
in a spirit which would make the agricul- 
turists realise that they had as sincere 
friends on the Opposition side as amongst 
hon. Gentlemen opposite. 


Mr. CRIPPS (Lancashire, Stretford) 
said the hon. Member who had just sat 
down had alluded to the Report of the 
Commission upon Local Taxation. He 
had served six years on that Commission, 
and what he wished to point out was that 
the hon. Member for Northamptonshire 
seemed to forget that the Commission 
agreed that the Agicultural Rates Act 
was in itself just and fair and might take 
either a permanent or temporary form; 
and that it would hold its place when 
they had a general reform of the system 
of rating. Although when this matter 
was first debated suggestions were made 
as to the relief being given to the land- 
lords, yet if the hon. Member for North- 
amptonshire adopted what the Royal 
Commission thought was right from an 
impartial point of view, he would be 
obliged to say that after an impartial 
inquiry the Agricultural Rates Act had 
been agreed to by the Commission as an 
Act right and just in itself. If they were 
going to support the recommendations 
of the Royal Commission, which he en- 
tirely endorsed, they must certainly 
allow that this Act, whether permanent 
or not, was an Act which must always take 
its place in any reform_of local taxation. 
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*Mr. MUNRO FERGUSON (Leith 


Burghs) said the joint Secretaries of the 
Treasury, in a separate Report, stated 
that the agricultural rates grants would 
be dispensed with under this scheme, 
and their Report was not at all favourable 
to the particular proposals which they 
were now discussing. It was clear, there- 
fore, that they did not accept this as 
a satisfactory solution. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: 


solution. 


As a final 


*Mr. MUNRO FERGUSON said this 
question ought to be considered compre- 
hensively, and, admitting the rates on 
arable land to be unfair, yet these grants 
should not be continued to occupiers of 
land without more consideration being 
given to others under a reform of the 
incidence of local taxation. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said the hon. 
and learned Gentleman seemed to have 
forgotten the Report which he himself 
drafted. The impression he gave to the 
Committee was that the Report of the 
Commission was in favour of this Bill 
as au permanent measure. 


Mr. CRIPPS said the Commission 
was in favour of this Bill as it stood, 
having regard to the existing conditions. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that hon. 
Members on his side of the House 
claimed that the whole thing should be 
readjusted and reconsidered. The Com- 
mission never gave any absolute opinion 
as to the justice of this as a permanent 
settlement of agricultural rating. He 
did not think its supporters claimed that 
it Was more than a temporary expedient 
to get over what they considered the 
distress of agriculture at the time. He 
did not think anyone put it higher than 
that. The case of his friends and him- 
self was that it was unfair as between 
the agricultural and the town popula- 
tion, and unfair as between one agri- 
cultural class and another. One point 
Which was forgotten was that since the 
Report of the Commission was given 
the grievance had been aggravated as 
between different classes by the passing 
of the Education Act. In Surrey the 
rate had gone up nearly Is. There 
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districts in that county that never 
paid a penny for education before which 
were now rated Il}d. Farmers were 
only assessed now upon half the rateable 
yalue of their farms. Who had to make 
up the difference? The local tradesman, 
the artisan, and the manufacturer. After 
all, it was nearly as important from the 
point of view of the community that 
local industries should be kept up. In 
some cases they had almost been crushed 
out by the rates. There were cases in 
the West of England where the rates 
made all the difference between con- 
tinuing industries and closing them up. 
Not only did they get no relief, but 
they had to pay an increased burden 
of taxation because of the reduced 
liability on the agricultural land. 


were 


This Act was very unfair as between one 
class of agriculturists and another. The 
branch of agriculture which had suffered 
most seriously during the last few years 
had been that of arable land. There 
the labour was much more expensive, 
and the returns were not as profitable 
as from grass land. Hundreds of thou- 
sands of acres had gone out of cultivation 
in the Hast of England. He was told 
that there were thousands of acres of 
arable land in the Kast of England where 
no rent was paid now, and farmers were 
complaining that they could not make 
the tithe rates. What happened in those 
districts under the working of the Act ? 
He would take Essex and Cambridge— 
casesof arablelanddistricts. InCambridge 
most of the land was arable — 370,000 
acres being arable land, and 120,000 
acres grass land. In respect of the 
arable land the total relief was 8d. per 
acre. Contrast that with Somerset, where 
they got 6s. per acre on arable land. 
He was not surprised that the hon. 
Member for one of the Divisions of 
Somerset supported the Act. Was that 
really fair? In Cambridge there gwas 
a struggling agricultural community 
which could hardly make both ends 


meet. The tithe was pretty high, 
and they got only 8d. an acre. He 


did not mean to say that there had 
been no agricultural depression in Somer- 
setshire, but it was nothing as com- 
pared with the depression in the eastern 
counties. In Essex there were 510,000 
acres of arable land, and there the 
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relief was ls. 5d. peracre. Contrast that 
with the rich land of Chester, where 
rents were exceedingly high, running 
up to £2 and £3 an acre. The land was 
such in Essex that they could hardly 
pay tithe of ls. 3d., whereas in Chester 
they got 3s. 5d. He did not think 
that was fair, and to say that this had 
been regarded by any responsible persov: 
who had entered into the question as 
a fair settlement of the question of 
rating in agricultural districts was to say 
a thing that could not possibly commend 
itself to any portion of the House. 


The right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Sleaford had taunted the Opposition 
by saying that they had not opposed 
the Bill with the same savage ferocity 
which was shown seven or eight years 


ago. The Prime Minister had taunted 
them with having seven cr eight 
vears ago spent all night in oppos- 


ing the Bill, while now they were con- 
tent to spend only a couple of days. 
He wished to point out that only three 
or four Amendments on the Bill would 
be at all relevant and within the limits 
of order, and, therefore, they could not 
spend more time on it with the tenacity 
which was shown years ago. Once a 
Bill was an accomplished fact they 
could not contest it in the same way 
as when originally proposed. When it 
was only a question of renewing a con- 
tentious Bill they could not fight in the 
same way. Hon. Members opposite 
fought the Ballot Act with what might 
he called savage ferocity at the time it 
was brought forward, but ncw it was 
renewed every year without a word 
being said. Why? Because the prin- 
ciple had been established, and it was 
very difficult from their point of view 
to go back to the old procedure. The 
same thing applied to the Irish Land 
Act. The Party opposite fought that 
strongly, denouncing it as  spoliation, 
robbery, and outrage, but they had gone 
on to legislate on the same principle, 
and to increase the reductions in rent by 
Bills which they had themselves intro- 
duced. 


A great deal had been heard lately 
as to the desirability of introducing some 
change for the purpose of restoring the 


prosperity of our agricultural industries, | 
‘very obvious. 


especially in connection with arable land, 
Mr. Lloyd-George. 


{COMMONS} 
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because it produced more labour. This 
was an Act of Parliament which did not 
give a fair share to arable land. If the 
Government wanted to give a grant 
of £1,500,000 at all, why not distribute 
it on the industries that were languish- 
ing? When considering a question of 
this sort, the Government ought to pay 
some heed to the various classes of agri- 
culture in this country. If Shropshire 
was anything like Essex it would get 
Is. 6d. per acre, while Cheshire, a con- 
tiguous and very prosperous county, 
would get 3s. 6d. An hon. Gentleman 
opposite made an enthusiastic speech in 
support of the Bill, and he was quite 
right from the point of view of his con- 
stituents. He thought the hon. Member 
had voted for making the Bill permanent, 
but did he mean to say that this made a 
fair settlement of the problem? Since 
there was a grant of £1,500,000—he 
frankly acknowledged that it could not 
be recalled—would it not be fairer to 
distribute it in such a way as to encourage 
the rather languishing agricultural dis- 
tricts, instead of those which were pros- 
perous ? He was perfectly certain that 
agriculture was not worse than certain 
industries followed by local tradesmen. 
He could speak from experience in regard 
to industries in his own district, and he 
knew that they had been hit very hard 
bv local taxation, and yet there was no 
relief given to them at all. There was 
in the old days a cloth industry in the 
West of England, which was purely a 
myth now. It was once a 
industry, but it had been crushed out 
partly by high rates. Evidence was 
given before the Commission by manu- 
facturers in the West of England to the 
effect that one of the questions they had 
to deal with was that of heavy local rating. 
They had to pay not merely the ordinary 
poor rate and the education rate but 
also the general district rates. Hon. 
Members opposite might say that the 
ratepayers got lighting and other con- 
veniences, but, after all, these were only 
the essentials of civilisation in the dis- 
trict. It was not as if they were getting 
a contribution from the locality, and it 
could not be said that they were getting 
enything like a return. It was true 
that they were all getting a return from 
the rates, although it was not always 


prosperous 
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He very much regretted that the 
Government had not faced this matter. 
He was afraid it was too late to 
make an appeal to them now. They 
had had the Report of the Royal Com- 
mission before them—the Report of 
men representing all shades of opinion— 
and even those who believed in the Agri- 
cultural Rating Act acknowledged that it 
was only a very small part of a very 
difficult problem. They acknowledged, 
too, the grievances of local rates in other 
districts. He protested against the re- 
newal of this Bill for the third time 
without their making a real effort to 
tackle the whole question. He was not 
going into the question of mandate, 


but, at any rate, the Government 
had a mandate to deal with this 
question. But, instead of that, they 


roamed into all sorts of questions which 
nobody expected them to deal with, and 
thev left on one side problems of this sort 
which were awaiting settlement, and 
which everybody expected they were 
going to tackle. 


This was one of the greatest problems 
of the hour. He knew that there were 
constant sneers at the local authorities 
because they were running up debts and 
rates, but he asked hon. Gentlemen who 
had sat on municipal coprorations or 
county councils whether, with the best will 
in the world, thev had ever been able to 
keep down the rates? The rates went 
up and up in spite of everything. He 
had sat for years on a county council 
and had been returned, with others, 
as an economist. But what happened ? 
At the end of three years it all ended 
in the rates being increased by 2d. or 
od. in the £. That was the case with 
the London School Board, when hon. 
(rentlemen opposite said that that body 
was buying pianos and providing dancing- 
classes, and that all those sort of things 
should be cut down. 
result 4 Twopence or threepence were 
added to the rates. 
The of 
civilisation were driving them to greater 
expenditure. 


lation of 


tendency of things. essentials 
Take education ; the legis- 
the present Government had 
added a great deal to the education rate. 
He was not at all sorry that the Educa- 
tion Bill had compelled people who had 
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But what was the 


[t was the irresistible | 
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never previously contributed one penny 
towards education to pay their share. 
Everything seemed to conspire to in- 
crease the burdens on the community. 
He knew little towns where the people 
considered whether they should not, on 
account of the heavy rates, abandon 
everything to the mortgagees. Hast 
Ham was only the spokesman of many 
districts. There was a real danger of the 
people being taxed out of all their in- 
come. He was not going to suggest a 
remedy; but he held that people who 
had got the means and who at the present 
moment escaped responsibility from local 
taxation should be compelled to con- 
tribute acording to their means. These 
were matters which he would like to see 
the Government dealing with. The Gov- 
ernment talked of being in power for 
another two years, but instead of going 
for the redistribution of the constitu- 
encies, let them redistribute the burdens. 


DEPUTY - CHAIRMAN _ said 

hon. Gentleman was travel- 
ling very wide of the question 
before the Committee. Clause 1 
dealt with the question of the con- 
tinuance of the Agricultural Rating 
Act; and the hon. Gentleman must 
not introduce another subject. 


THE 
that the 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that the 
whole problem was whether the House 
was to continue this Act, and what he 
argued was that they should deal with 
the whole problem of local taxation. 
One of the reasons for the line of argu- 
ment which he took was that the Govern- 
ment had the Report of the Royal Com- 
mission before them, and the reason why, 
in the first instance, the Act was made 
temporary was because th:t Royal Com- 
mission, sitting at that time, were agreed 
that the grievance was not purely agri- 
cultural. 


THe DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN said he 
would point out that the hon. Gentle- 
man was using an argunient against the 
principle of the Act. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that the 
whole principle of the Bill was con- 
tained in the first clause, and if that was 
to be contested at all then there was a 
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right to give reasons for contesting it.| he had said was, that if relief was to be 
This was the proper place to discuss | given it should fall to the distressed 
whether the Act should be continued. | districts. 


Really, the Government, instead of 
legislating in this form, ought to deal 
with the whole problem. It was a 
serious problem and year by year the 


it, and if his friend went into the division | 


lobby he should vote with him. 


Mr. SPEAR (Devonshire, Tavistock) 


said he could assure the hon. Gentleman 
that those who were interested in the 
continuance of the Agricultural Rating 
Act were anxious that something should 
be done in the interests of the trading 
classes ; and when the time came for the 
accomplishment of that work he would 
find them ready to support that reform. 
They felt that the Agricultural Rating 
Act was a measure of simple justice, 


dictated by the greatly reduced paying | 


power of the agricultural classes, and they 
did not think for a moment that it would 
interfere with the readjustment of the 
whole basis of local taxation. The hon. 
Member seemed to think that they were 
indifferent to the claims of the towns, 
but he would point out that the real re- 
lief of local rating must lie in placing on the 


Mr. SPEAR said he was bound to 
admit that mixed farms had heey less 


: : ; unprofitable than grazing farms. 
Government had done nothing to settle | I 2 


An HON. MEMBER: How 


milk ? 


ibout 


there was 


Mr. SPEAR | said that 


a vast area of grazing land which was 


not available to produce milk, or, if it 


| was an extension to the farmer 


Imperial Exchequer more of the expense | 


for the maintenance of the roads, police, 
and sanitary arrangements than had 
hitherto been the case. Education should 
also be paid for by the Imperial 
Excnequer; and that principle was 
acknowledged to a certain extent in the 
Education Act of 1902. The hor. Gentle- 
man considered that the advantages 
of the Agricultural Rating Act did not 
come to all classes of the agricultural 
community with equal advantage. That 
must necessarily be the case in a Bill 
which applied to a mixed community, 
but the divergence was not so great 
as his hon. friend seemed tothink. The 
hon. Member apparently believed that 
the advantage applied almost exclu- 
sively to arable land; but that was 
an error into which those who did not 
understand agriculture were apt to 
fall when they spoke to practical men. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he was 


against the whole principle of the relief 


of the agricultural interest; but what. 


Mr. Lloyd-George. 


were produced, the farmers could not 
sell it. Mixed farming had been less 
unprofitable than grazing land, and, 
therefore, there was not much in what 
his hon. friend had said as to the difference 
of benefit falling on different kinds of 
land. There was the Poor 
emption Act, which was renewed every 
year, and he only claimed that the 
Agricultural Rating Continuance Bill 


> 7 
Rate Ex- 


fa 
measure of similar justice as - was 
given by that Act to tradesmen. He 
rather wondered that the hon. Gentle- 
men opposite spoke so strongly when 
this little act of justice was done to 
agriculture and was silent every vear 
when the Poor Rate Exemption Bill 
was before the House. He (Mr. Spear), 
however, rose to say that those who 
supported the Agricultural Kates Act 
recognised that the trader had a griev- 


| ance, and to urge the Government to deal 


_of real property. 


at the earliest possible moment with 
the whole question of the alteration 
of the basis of local taxation. When 
the present basis was formed there was 
nothing practically but real property 


on which to levy rates for local 
expenses, but since then personal 
property had grown at least three 


times in value to real property, and 
yet the owner of personal property, in 
respect of that property, contributed 


nothing to the cost of the roads, police, 


and sanitary matters, although enjoying 
the advantages from the outlay quite 
as much as though he were the occupier 
The evil effect of that 
was that it tended to drive away capital 
from the development of British indus- 
tries and caused it to be used in develop- 
ing other countries When a scheme 
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was brought forward to deal justly with 
the claims of the trading classes in the 
towns hon. Members would find those 
who supported this Bill equally anxious 
to do justice to the trading classes. 
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Sir EDWARD STRACHEY (Somerset- 
shire, S.) said he believed the hon. Member 
for Carnarvon was wrong in stating that 
farmers in Somerset received 6s. an acre 
relief in rates on arable land. He ven- 
tured, however, to submit that it was an 
entirely fallacious argument to put this 
question forward. The question they 
were considering under this Bill was not 
relief on one kind of land or another. 
As he took it, the essence of the Act, 
and the only ground upon which he sup- 
ported the original Act of 1896, was that 
it was an attempt to relieve the unfair 
burden of taxation from falling entirely 
on one kind of property which could 
least afford to bear it. The ques- 
tion should be looked at from one 
point of view only, namely, that it was 
unfair that one form of property should 
bear the whole burden of local taxation 
while other forms of property entirely 
escaped, and upon that ground he would 
certainly not be a party to opposing the 
continuation of the Bill for another four 
vears. 


Mr. BENN (Devonport) said the Com- 
mittee ought not to vote for the continu- 
uce of this Bill without some more de- 
finite assurance from the Government 
that it would deal with the whole question. 
The hon. Member for Tavistock said when 
the time came he and his friends would 
he very glad to assist the boroughs. 
When would that time come? There 
was a very specific recommendation by 
the Royal Commission, namely, that in 
making the recommendation for the 
continuance of the arrangement embodied 
in the Act of 1896 they must not be re- 
garded as in any way minimising their 
important proposals for altering the 
incidence of taxation which all classes of 
ritepayers felt, and that it was a matter 
of urgent necessity that practical effect 
should be given to those proposals. 
That recommendation provided some 
comfort at the time to the ratepayers 
of London, whose case had become critical. 
One very important item on the rating 
paper was occasioned by the Agricultural 
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Rates Act. London contributed one- 
fifth of the extra taxation, or £467,000 
per annum, in order to keep this Act 
in operation. London got back as its 
share of relief a paltry sum of £3,000, 
which meant that the ratepayers of 
London had to pay 3d. in the £ in order 
that this Act might be continued. It 
was a monstrous thing that London, 
overburdened as it was in many other 
respects, was called upon for a further 
period to contribute to this fund. He 
was quite in. favour of giving assistance 
to distressed agriculturists, but the dis- 
tressed borough ratepayer should have 
at least some word of comfort from the 
Government. It was a most serious mat- 
ter for London. The increasing rates 
of London were driving industries away, 
and if the ratepayers could be relieved 
of even this 3d. in the £ it would be useful 
work. Other boroughs would also be 
glad of the benefit. He might give the 
figures relating to Devonport, which 
were equally striking, and he hoped that 
before proceeding to a division the Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board 
would be able to say something for 
the comfort of London and the other 
boroughs. 
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Mr. TOULMIN (Bury, Lancashire) 
said he should like to join in the protest 
against the complacency with which the 
Government had introduced this Bill, 
and continued an injustice which was 
done to the boroughs. The Government 
had a very lively feeling towards the 
landlords in the country but a complete 
indifference to the injustice which was 
being done to trade, labour, and manu- 
factures in the towns. It might be 
necessary to readjust the form in which 
the rates fell upon a community, but 
the rates were local charges and there 
was no reason why one locality should 
be called upon to pay another’s rate. 
He could see no reason why the State 
should give to one locality more thar 
it gave to another. There might be a 
necessity for a readjustment within 
a locality of such matters as lunacy and 
education which might beregarded as being 
of national concern; but if these services 
were to be readjusted they should be 
readjusted all round both for town 


and country. It appeared to be nothing 
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but gross favouritism that one particular 
class should be picked out for a dole. 
The manner in which it was done, too, 
was most unsatisfactory. It did not 
do justice as between one farmer and 
another, or as between one parish 
another, or as between one county 
another. 


and 


*Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland) was understood to say that 
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in power, and dealt with, not only with 
regard to the continuation of this Act, 
but with regard to the whole question of 


rating as between town and country. 


and | 


*Mr. A. K. LOYD (Berkshire, Abingdon) 


_ said as an agricultural Member he desired 
| to emphasise the fact that agriculturists 
| would join all other classes of ratepayers 


the essence of the Report on Local Taxa- | 
tion was to do away with the old scrip- | 


a TT 


tural maxim, o him that hath much 
shall be given. and to him that hath little. 


even that little which he hath shall be 
| so far as the urban ratepayers were con- 


taken away.” The Government had 


been many vears in office, had had the | 
'the two sets of ratepayers who received 


Report of perhaps the most able Com- 
mission thet had ever been appointed 


before them for years, and had never | 
| the urban ratepayer had, and the griev- 


made the smallest attempt to give effect 
to its recommendations, It was very 


painful for hon. Members of this House | 
to constantly hear of doles being given to | 


this class and to that. 
that had been made by the hon. Mem- 
ber for Tavistock had 
there would have been a great simplitica- 
tion of this matter. The agricultural 
people would have been satisfied and the 
hon. Member for Devonport would have 
had no reason to complain if it were 


If the suggestion 


been adopted | 
| be described as an implement of his 


|membered that the 


recognised that certain charges ought | 


to be national charges. Jn that way 


only could this question be got rid of | 


and cease to be a recurring one, The 
croiters in the Highlands and Islands of 


Scotland certainly derived great benefit | 
from this Act, but even there there was | 
much discontent among the cottars and | 


villagers at the incidence of the rates. 
The hon. Member for Carnarvon Boroughs 
spoke of a 10s. rate in some parts of Wales, 
but the rates in some parts of the con- 
stituency that he represented largely 
exceeded that sum, and if it were not for 


most cordially in urging that the rating 
of the country be put upon a satisfactory 


basis. It was a great mistake to suppose 
that agricultwists were completely 


satisfied with the working of, or the 
benefit conferred upon them ky, this 
Bill. There was no grievance existing 


cerned which was not still shared by 


relief under this Bill. ‘The agricultural 
ratepayer had still all the grievances that 


ance which he had been relieved from 
was one which he had in excess of those 
ne shared with them. It must be re- 
agricultural rate- 
payer was rated not only on his house 
and buildings but upon what might 


trade ; he was rated on his land, which 
was no part of his housing, but simply 
part of his stock-in-trade. That was 
a tax in addition to those he bore 
in common with the urban ratepayer, 
and that was the grievance which was 
pointed out by the Royal Commission 
upon Agricultural Depression, on whose 
Report the Agricultural Rates Act was 
based. Then as to the clerical tithe- 
owner, he, too, shared to the full the 
erievance of the urban ratepayer in 
respect of his house and buildings. The 
injustice in respect of which he had 
benefited under the Tithe-rating Bill was 


‘that of being assessed not only on his 


this Act many of his constituents would | 
find it absolutely impossible to carry | 
on owing to the heavy charges levied in | 
/parsons from the blunder pointed out 


respect of education, poor rates, and 
charges fer lunatics, the latter charge 


being a most orerous one, and which | 


should be borne by the nation. He 
trusted that the whole question of 
rating would be seriously taken up in the 


house and buildings but on his salary, 
and that without any deduction {for the 
expenses to which he was put in earning 
that salary. A grcat deal of confusion 
had arisen and immense injustice to the 


by the present Lord Lindley, then Master 
of the Rolls, of treating the parsons 
income irom tithe as reaity instead of es 
profits, under which head alone they 
were rateable under the Statute ot 
Elizabeth. The case of Reg. v. Chris 


near future, whichever Party might be | topherson, decided in 1885, exposed that 


Mr. Toulmin. 
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blunder and showed that it was as an 
“inhabitant” and not as an ‘‘ occupier” 
that the parson was ratable for tithe, 
and if that had been borne in mind it 
would have been clear also that the 
atson was entitled to have a deduction 
of the necessary outlay in earning the 
profits so rated. When in 1840 all other 
personalty was exempted from rating the 
parsons’ income from tithe was left 
rateable, and without any of the 
deductions to which as profits it was 
entitled. He was grateful to hon. G:ntle- 
men opposite for having come round to the 
view that, however bad it might be, this 
Bill was not a job to give a dole to a 
particular class but an effort to deal with 
avery difficult subject. If it had been 
a bribe, as represented on platforms 
outside the House, no lapse of time could 
justify hon, Members in voting for its 
continuance. The fact was they recog- 
n'sed that, though far froma perfect Bill, 
it was really an honest attempt to deal 
with two real grievances acknowledged 
by strong Royal Commissions. Agricul- 
turists were not less anxious for a reform 
in rating than the urban ratepayers, 
because they thought this was a defective 
method of dealing with the evil from 
which they suffered, and that it left 
them at the present time just as badly 
hit so far as their dwellings and buildings 
were concerned as other ratepayers. 
Therefore, there wasno coolness on the part 
of the agricultural ratepayers in pressing 
the Government to go on with rating 
teform. The Committee must remember, 
however, that though this had been 
delayed for ten years that period had been 
one of enormous activity, both foreign 
and colonial. He was anxious to see such 
a Bill passed through, but he did not 
remember any time when the Government 
could have brought it in. A Valuation 
Bill was acknowledged to be a condition 
precedent to a Rating Bill, and last 
year when a Valuation Bill was brought in 
what happened ? Although it was a 
symmetrical Bill framed on the considered 


advice of the experts of the Local Govern- | 


ment Board, based on the Report of the 
Royal Commission, when it was brought 
in there was found to be such tremendous 
opposition from all parts of the country 
that the Bill was dropped. He hoped, 
however, to see that Bill revived in a 
form which would be acceptable to the 
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Boards of Guardians and the public 
generally, 


Srr ROBERT REID (Dumfries 
Burghs) said the speech of the hon. 
Gentleman who had just sat down 
illustrated what had been characterstic 
of several of the speeches they had heard, 
namely, that although the hon. Gen- 
tleman was in favour of this Bill he did 
not regard it as entirely satisfactory. 
He himself was one of those who were 
impatient with regard to this Bill. He 
thought it was unsatisfactory because 
it was unjust, and if it was unjust it 
ought not to be considered for a moment 
either as a temporary Bill or otherwise. 
If they thought it was fair on the whole, 
it was, as a temporary measure, on the 
whole satisfactory; but if it was not 
just, then it could not be considered to 
be satisfactory under any circumstances, 
He held the same view as he had always 
held, namely that it was unfair as 
between the districts; that it was unfair 
to those who found the money and 
that it was unfair to those who 
received it. He would not speak of the 
liability of personalty to rating in the 
same way as realty, although of course 
under old statutes it was ratable. But 
almost insuperable difficulties arose in 
regard to the rating of personalty, and 
in consequence it was not persisted 
in, nor could any appeal be made on 
behalf of the land because these burdens 
were attached to the land. The pro- 
posals of this Bill were in the first place 
unjust as between the different localities. 
Let them take the case of London. 
London contributed between £460,000 
and £470,000 a year towards this 
money, and she received £3,000 out 
of it. How could that be said to be 
fair. It could not be justified at all 
in any way, and the very mention of 
those figures would show what an enor- 
mously important proposal the proposal 
of this Bill was, because £500,000 
or nearly £500,000 from London 
was an enormous contribution, That 
was about the amount that had 
been spent annually on London im- 
provements during the last twenty years, 
and this money was being diverted from 
that and other useful purposes for the 
benefit of other parts, though no fairy 
was prepared to come forward and give 
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effecting such improvements as had 
been made during the last twenty 
years. The case of London’ was 


typical of that of other towns, and, 
therefore, he need say nothing more 
as to the injustice as between urban 
and agricultural districts. 


distributed, and he quite agreed with 
what had been said that it had been 
distributed rather in the sense of giving 


But when | 
the money was given it was unjustly | 
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to those who had and taking from those | 


who had not. For instance, the trades- 
man in a country village would suffer 
by his rates being made higher, whereas 
the farmer beside him, who was in a 
much more prosperous position, had 
his lowered. 


Mr. SPEAR said the tradesmen’s 
rates would not be higher except in the 
case where the expenditure of the local 
board had increased since the passing 
of the Act. 


Str ROBERT REID agreed, but said 
the tradesman derived no benefit from 
this Bill, and a scale had been established 
by which he paid on a larger scale. The 
Act not only distributed the money 
unjustly but imposed a higher scale 
of payment on the tradesman, and 
therefore tho hon. Gentleman would admit 
that he was correct in his observation 
when he said that as regarded those 


who found the money the Act 
was unfair. It was unfair in another 
sense also. He did not know how 


many years ago it was since the principle 
of Imperial grants in relief of rates was 
discussed in the House, but some years 
ago it was pointed out in the House by 
Mr. Hunter, who was then a Member, 
that Imperial grants were grants taken 
from the poorer classes of taxpayers in 
the majority of cases, and, as they were 
bestowed in relief of rates, they were 
bestowed in relief of a burden which 
was laid on those who were better off. 
Mr. Hunter then conclusively proved 
that when money was taken out of Im- 
perial funds and bestowed in relief of 
rates, that money was taken out of the 
pockets of those who were less wealthy 
to put it into the pockets of those who 
were more wealthy, and in that sense 
this Bill was unjust. 


Sur Robert Reid. 


He had always 
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opposed this Act and should continue 
to oppose it. 

Why had not the subject of local 
taxation been taken up before? The 
Report of the Royal Commission was 
four or five years old, and there had been 
plenty of time between then and now 
to have dealt with this subject. When 
it was dealt with there would be no diff- 
culty raised so far as the Liberal side of the 
House was concerned, because they were 
in favour of some proper reform of local 
taxation. He did not doubt that on 
many points they would come into 
line with the opinion of the right hon, 
Gentleman and of the Government of 
which the right hon. Gentleman was a 
member, but at the same time all would 
agree that this was not a question which 
anyone could hope to take up with a 
view to obtaining the unanimous assent 
of the House. They had obtained some 
very valuable information from the 
Royal Commission, and it was, in his 
opinion, a very great pity that the 
Government had not brought in this 
very necessary Bill. So far as the Bill 
now before the House was concerned, 
he maintained that it was an unfair Bill, 
and that being so he should vote against 
it. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR thought 
that in the present instance the hon, 
and learned Member would admit that 
he was speaking for himself alone and 
not for his colleagues. The Bill was 
described as being unjust and_ should, 
therefore, be thrown out. But that was 
not the view which had been taken by 
the Leader of the Opposition. He did not 
think that under these circumstances it 
was necessary for him to go at length 
into the fundamental arguments for or 
against the Bill, but he would say a few 
words in reply to the latter part of the 
hon. and learned Member’s speech. As 
he had before pointed out, only four or 
five years had elapsed since the Royal 
Commission on Local Taxation reported, 
and in that period the circumstances had 
not been favourable for taking up s0 
difficult a question. There must be a 
surplus at the Treasury sufficient to in- 
crease largely the contribution from 
Imperial to local funds, and such a 
surplus had not occurred. He thought 
that was admitted upon all sides, [Cries 
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of “No, no!”] Again, before the rating 
question was dealt with, valuation must 
be placed on a more uniform basis. Last 
year the Government brought in a Valua- 
tion Bill which met with a great deal of 
opposition, and, though there was 
another Bill in an advanced stage of 
preparation, its passing must depend on 
many doubtful circumstances. Hon. 
(entlemen opposite were not so willing 
to pass even an unopposed Government 
measure as to give any great hope that 
such a controversial subject as that of 
valuation could be easily dealt with. 
There was a general consensus of opinion 
in favour of renewing these Rating Acts, 
and yet a whole day had been spent on the 
Second Reading. A whole afternoon last 
week was devoted to the Committee stage, 
and it seemed extremely likely that they 
were going to spend another afternoon 
before it was passed through Committee. 


Sin ROBERT REID; Surely the right 
hon. Gentleman makes no suggestion of 
obstruction ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said that 
when measures on which there was 
agreement were to be discussed at such 
length the difficulty of introducing a 
Valuation Bill, with al! its contentious 
questions, was obvious. Whichever 
Party introduced a Rating Bill it would 
be found to be one of enormous difficulty, 
and he doubted whether any attempt 
to reform the rating system would have 
any chance of success in the first year 
of its being made. But the question 
was becoming more and more urgent, 
and he hoped that within the four years 
for which the Act was being renewed an 
opportunity would be found either by the 
present Government or their successors 
for dealing with the question. 


Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE re- 
gretted that the right hon. Gentleman 
had not said something a little more 
satisfactory in regard to the Valuation 
Bill. He had not given them much 
comfort in that respect, but instead of 
that they had received from the right 
hon. Gentleman a lecture, addressed to 
those on their side of the House, upon the | 
assumption that they did not understand 
the extreme difficulties and complications 
ofthe question of local government and 
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local taxation. Really he thought they 
| might have been spared those observa- 
‘tions. Surely it was common knowledge 
that they all recognised that this was a 
question of extreme difficulty. The 
Government had informed them that the 
question fof valuation lay at the root of 
this subject, and he should like to know 
why the Government were not proceeding 
with the Bill which they had undertaken 
to introduce. A Bill of this kind ought 
not to be mentioned in the King’s Speech 
unless there was some intention of 
proceeding with it. It had been stated 
in the lobby that this Bill was going to 
be brought in elsewhere. Even if the 
Government were not hopeful of passing 
the measure surely they could introduce 
it in another place, and in that way 
have the question discussed. He pro- 
tested against the history of the trans- 
actions in this House given by the 
right hon. Gentleman in regard to 
this Bill. He understood that he did 
not actually accuse the Opposition of 
obstruction, but he used an expression 
which suggested that there had been a 
considerable amount of time wasted in 
the discussion of this measure. What 
happened the other day was entirely 
owing to the unusual course of action 
taken by the Government in regard to an 
Amendment moved from the Opposition 
side of the House, when all of a sudden 
the right hon. Gentleman announced his 
intention of accepting that Amendment. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said that 
statement had been made three or four 
times and he had repeatedly contradicted 
it. The Amendment alluded to was 
never accepted by the Government. 


Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE said 
the Government announced that they 
were going to leave an important prin- 
ciple in the Bill an open question, and 
the result of that sudden change on the 
part of the Government led his right 
hon. friend the Member for Wolver- 
hampton to move the adjournment of 
the debate because the Opposition were 
so entirely unprepared for such an entire 
change of front on the part of the 
Government. Then there came questions 
of order which led to further episodes, 
and he thought they had a right to 
protest against the charge that the 
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Opposition had caused any delay. In | 
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| promise to deal with the urban question 


regard to the charge of obstruction he did | was one made for Party purposes in order 
not think that the Government had any | to get the Bill through. They ought to 


cause for complaint at all in that respect. 


Mr. DALZIEL said most Members 
on the Opposition side of the House, 
and many on the other side, would 
associate themselves with 
which the noble Lord had just made 
to the right hon. Gentleman in charge 
of the Bill. Anyone who had _ listened 
to the debate would indignantly re- 
pudiate the suggestion that there had 
been a single speech made which was not 
a useful speech. This was avowedly 
one of the most important Bills whic h 
the Government had brought forward. 
On the present occasion they were 
practically adopting the principle of a 
measure which, when it was first brought 
forward, created much discussion. The 
debate had been in no sense obstructive. 
A great proportion of the time of the 
debate was occupied owing to the 
attitude of the Government towards an 
Amendment moved at an earlier stage. 
He would point out that one useful 
result of the debate had been that the 
right hon. Gentleman himself had been 
converted, because the other day he said 


that if a division was taken on the 
Amendment of the hon. Member for 


South Molton he would clear out of the 
House. When the division took place 
he supported the Opposition Members, 
so impressed had he been by the argu- 
ments against the Amendment. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said that 
since he made the statement referred to 
the hon. Member for South Molton 
adopted the course which he suggested, 
and offered to withdraw the Amendment. 


Mr. DALZIEL said he would leave the 
House to judge whether that was a 
serious explanation on the part of the 
right hon. Gentleman. He maintained 
that it had not the remotest bearing 
on the fact that the right hon. Gentleman, 
having stated that he would take no part 
in the division, afterwards voted against 


the Amendment. The right hon. Gentle- 


man did so because he recognised that | 
the force of opinion was stronger than he | 
now saw that the 


They 
Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice, 


had supposed. 


the protest | 


be grateful to the a. Member who 


initiated this debate because, if it had 


been productive of no other result, it 


had called forth the speech of the Presi- 


‘dent of the Local Government Board. 


Gentleman had told 
that the Government, 


The right hon. 
the Committee 


although they had been ten years in office, 


had not been able to find a single hour 
in which to deal with the grievances of 
urban ratepayers. The right hon. the 
Gentleman told them that he was not 
going to deal with it. He said it would 
take two years to do so, and that meant, 
of course, that the present Parliament 
was not going to deal with it. But 
the Government had found time to give 
and to continue doles to their agricultural 
friends in the House and out of it. Hon. 
Members on his side would not be afraid 
to take that issue when the time came in 
the constituencies. The Government had 
shown an utter failure to appreciate the 
importance attached to this question 
throughout the country. They had 
passed this Act for the benefit of the 
agricultural class, but they had done 
nothing whatever to pass a Bill which 
would benefit the other portions of the 
community. If there had been any 
serious intention to pass the Valuation 
Bill which was introduced last. session 
they could have got it through. If 
it had been sent to a Grand Committee 
upstairs, instead of the Aliens Bill on 
which time was wasted, it would, he 
assured the right hon. Gentleman, have 
been passed without any difficulty. It 
was owing to the mismanagement of 
public business by the Government that 
the Bill was not passed. The Committee 
had heard the further deciaration that, 
although the measure dealing with 
valuation was mentioned in the King’s 
Speech, the Government were still en- 
gaged in drafting it. Did that indicate 
any real intention on the part of the right 
hon. Gentleman to pass the Bill this 
session? Three months after the be 
ginning of the session they were still con- 


sidering the drafting. 
Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: It is 


practically ready. 
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Mr. DALZIEL: If it is practically 
ready will the right hon. Gentleman tell 
us when it will be introduced. 


THE DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN: You 
cannot discuss the details of the Valuation 
Bill on this clause. 


Mr. DALZIEL said he had not men- 
tioned a single detail of the Bill. He 
was asking information about its in- 
troduction because that had an important 
bearing on the value of this clause. The 
Government were simply playing with 
the question of rating and had no serious 
intention of dealing with it. That was 
a fact which they would take note of 
at the proper time in the constituencies. 


Sir MARK STEWART (Kirkcud- 
brightshire) said it was all very well to 
say that the Government had not brought 
ina Valuation Bill and a Rating Bull. 
Hon. Members knew that the one must 
precede the other. He should like to 
know when the hon. Member for Kirk- 
caldy, or any other Member, thought 
the Government ought to have brought 
in thse Bills. They had special Bills 
to bring forward, and they had carried 
them. When they brought in an Edu- 
cation Bill, and a Licensing Bill, they 


were told that they had no business to | 


do SO. 


THE DEPUTY-CHAIRMAMN said the 
hon. Member must confine his remarks 
to the Question before the House. 


Sin MARK STEWART said the Bill 
they were now discussing was a_prac- 
tical measure brought in with the 
object of relieving a very distressed 
community. He entirely differed from 
the observations that fell from the hon. 
and learned Gentleman the Member for 
Dumfries as to the occupiers of land 
having no right to relief from Imperial 
taxes. Many occupiers of land were 
amongst the poorest and hardest working 
members of the community. Those who 
spent their time amongst agriculturists 
knew how poor they were, and the diffi- 
culty they had to make ends meet. The 
House and the Government were to be 
congratulated on having passed the 
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Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 
fordshire, Lichfield) said the Opposition 
Members had been taunted by hon. 
Gentlemen opposite on account of the line 
they had taken with regard to this Bill. 
It was because the President of the 
Local Government Board suddenly ac- 
cepted an Amendment moved on the 
Opposition side of the House _pro- 
posing to make the Act permanent that 
there had much discussion, 
That Amendment raised a storm which 
lasted during the whole of the first day 
the Bill was in Committee. It irritated 
Members representing town constituencies 
into making speeches in opposition to 
the Bill. He thought those who repre- 
sented agricultural constituencies had a 
right to say something as to the position 
they had taken for or against the Bill. 
Some of his friends had gone against this 
Bill absolutely, but he must admit that 
their arguments were not altogether fair. 
When this Bill was brought in it was 
on two pleas. The first was the unfair 
and unequal incidence of the rates. 
There was no question that in hundreds 
of instances there was an unfair incidence 
in the case of agricultural lands. But, 
as soon as that was proved up to the 
hilt, the supporters of the Bill said that 
agriculture was distressed and that relief 
should be given to it. That was quite 
true, but the way the Bill operated 
was to relieve the rich ratepayers and to 
oppress the poor. It was the land which 
could afford to pay the highest rent 
that got the most relief under this Bill, 
and he could not help saying that that 
was not the right way to relieve agri- 
culture. In certain cases, small market 
gardeners were relieved; but not in 
the great bulk of cases. Whole tracts 
of land had gone out of cultivation in 
Suffolk, Cambridgeshire, and Essex which 
were almost entirely arable and the lowest 
rented, and where it was most difficult 
to collect the money. There the agri- 
cultural population had been driven out of 
employment, and the land had only been 
relieved to the extent of 6d. or 8d. per 
acre, while other rich land in other 
districts had been relieved to the extent 
of 6s. or more. The hon. Member for 
Tavistock had said that the mixed 
farmers had done best. He quite agreed ; 
but he would point out that the arable 
land was the most important to the 
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community because it employed more 
labour than the pasture lands where only 


a few shepherds were engaged. He 


quite agreed that this Bill relieved 
agriculture to some extent, but it did it 
in the wrong way. However, though 
he believed the clause under discussion 


might have been much better drafted, | 
because it | 


he would support it, 
was much better than if nothing at 
all had been done for agriculture. 


He hoped that there would be 
an assured promise from the Govern- 
ment that the whole question of 
rating would shortly be taken into 
consideration and dealt with in a com- 
prehensive manner. The House ought 
to get some information as to the possible 
date on which such a measure would 
come on. Those who _ represented 
agricultural constituencies in different 
parts of England realised that agriculture 
was not well treated as regarded rates, 
and that this Bill did not relieve agri- 
culture in the way it ought to do; and 
that a proper readjustment of rates in 
towns as well as in the rural districts 
would do more for agriculture than this 
Bill would do. Hon. Members who 
represented town constituencies might 
rest assured that all those who repre- 
sented agricultural constituencies would 
be at one with them in pressing on the 
President of the Local Government 
Board to give a_ pledge that he 
was going to take the whole question of 
local taxation in hand very shortly, 
The hon. Member for Tavistock had 
spoken of the Poor Rate Exemption 
Act which was annually renewed. 


Mr. SPEAR said he had always 
voted for the renewal of that Act, but he 
thought that there was a much larger 
inequality under that Act than under the 
Agricultural Rating Act. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER said 
he quite agreed that the hon. Member 
did not think he ought to oppose the 
renewal of that Act ; but he would point 
out that it was one thing to oppose an 
Act which was renewed periodically, 
and which had been only ten years in 
existence altogether, and another thing 
to oppose an Act which had been ac- 
cepted, as a principle of law, since 1837. 


Mr, Courtenay Warner. 


{COMMONS} 





1896, etc., Continuance Bill. 
| What the hon. Member for Tavistock 


| wanted, seemingly, was to ask for a 
general readjustment .of the rating 
system by a side issue on the principles 
of an Act which had been practically 
obsolete since 1837, and which had been 
done away with because it was found 
that it would not work. Could it be 
imagined that anybody would be so 
insane as to go on such lines as that in 
order to get an agricultural grievance 
altered ? He did not want to tread on 
everybody's coat tail; but the hon. 
Member for Berkshire, who was not 
satisfied with the discussion on the 
Agricultural Rating Act, pointed out 
that tithe was not real property, ard 
that the Poor Rate Exemption Act 
of fifty years ago did away with rating 
on personal property. He believed that 
tithe was not personal property, but 
there were others who considered that 
tithe was neither “ fish, flesh, fowl, nor 
good red herring,” although it had 
always been treated in the way of rating 
as real property. He did not want to 
go into a subject which was raised so 
freely on the other side of the House; 
but he thought that the best way out of 
the difficulty was to get an assurance 
from the Government that they would 
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deal with the whole question at 
an early date, and_ therefore he 
recommended his hon. friend to 


accept this clause. The Government 
had tried to readjust matters, tut 
they had only succeeded in_ intro- 
ducing confusion worse confounded, and 
trouble would be stirred up as between 
town and country. Every question 
which this Government had _ brought 
forward had caused strife. He would 
,not oppose this clause so long as this 
was a temporary measure; but if hon. 
Members representing agricultural con- 
stituencies kept up the ayitation for 4 
readjustment of local rates they would 
get something done in that direction. 


Mr. HARWOOD (Bolton) said he 
did not think the House had been fairly 
dealt with, on the whole, in regard to 
this Bill. There was agreement that 
the agricultural business was suffering 
from a grievance in regard to rating, 
and they were told that this Bill was to 
| remedy that injustice. But they were 
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also assured that as soon as_ possible 
the whole question of local taxation 
was to be put on a scientific footing. 
The Royal Commission went into the 
whole matter and made a Report with a 
question ; 
now they were informed that there 
was no hope of that being done, and that 
the idea had been abandoned. 
was hardly fair to those who had ac- | 


vie, to settling the 


Agricultural Rates Act, 





(17 May 1905} 


was not fair 


but 


That 





knowledged that the urban ratepayers | 


had something to complain of. 
it was neither proposed to deal with! 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry Eden 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Ambrose, Robert 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hn.Sir H. 
Austin, Sir John 

Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 


Now | 


Noes, 86. 


AYES. 


; Crean, Eugene 





Balfour, RtHn. A.J. (Manch’r.) | 


Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) | 


Balfour, Rt. Hn.Gerald W( Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
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Banner, John S. Harmood- 
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Bingham, Lord 
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Brymer, William Ernest 

Bull, William James 
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Chapman, Edward 
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Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 

Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
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Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 








| Faber, George Denison (York) 
| Fardell, Sir T. 


Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crombie, John William 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 


| Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
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Egerton, Hn. A. de Tatton 
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George 
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Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hn. George H. 
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Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon | 
Flower, Sir Ernest | 
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the whole question nor to give the 
urban ratepayer any compensation. That 


to the urban ratepayer. 


Hither they must deal with the whole 
question and put both sets of ratepayers 
on a fair footing, or else give the urban 
ratepayer some relief as well as the 
agricultural ratepayer. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 244; 
(Division List No. 162.) 


Harris, Dr. Fredk.R. (Dulwich) 
Hay, Hn. Claude George 
Heath, Sir. Jas. (Staffords N.W. 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford,W 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 


| Hogg, Lindsay 


Hope, J. F.(Sheflield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

Hozier, Hn. Jas. Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jameson, Major J. Eustace 


| Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
| Jones, Leif (Appleby) 


Kennaway, Rt. Hn. Sir J. H. 


| Kenyon, Hn.Geo. T. (Denbigh) 
| Kenyon-Slaney, Rt. Hn. Col.W. 


Kimber, Sir Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Laurie, Lieut.-General] 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 


| Lawson, J. Grant (Yorks. N.R. 
| Lee, Arthur H(Hants, Fareham 


Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 


| Long, Col. Charles W( Evesham 


Long, Rt.Hn. Walter (Bristol, S 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 


| Loyd, Archie Kirkman 


Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 


| Macdona, John Cumming 


M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
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Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murphy, John 

Murray, Charles J. (Coventry 
Murray, Col.Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 

Nolan, Col. John P.(Galway,N.) 
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Parkes, Ebenezer 

Paulton, James Mellor 
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Pemberton, John S. G. 

Percy, Earl 
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Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Randles, John S. 
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Abraham, Willlam (Rhondda) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barlow, John Emmott 
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Benn, John Williams 
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Broadhurst, Henry | 
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Burns, John 
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Harrington, Timothy 

Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
Higham, John Sharp 
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Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
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Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
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Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen,E,) 
Thornton, Percy M 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M, 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Tuff, Charles 

Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Vincent,Col.Sir C. E.H(Sheffield 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, John Cathcart (Orkney 
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Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
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Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AyES—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
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eid, Sir R. Threshie( Dumfries 
| Richards, Thomas (W.Monm’th 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
| Roche, John 
| Runciman, Walter 
| Schwann, Charles FE. 
| Shackleton, David James 
| Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
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Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 
| Toulmin, George 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
| Villiers, Ernest Amherst 
| Wallace, Robert 
| Whiteley, George (York, W.R. 
| Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
| Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
| Willims, Osmond (Merioneth) 
| Wilson, John (Durham, Mid. 
| Wilson, John (Falkirk) 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs—Mr. 
| Dalziel and Mr. Harwood. 


Bill reported, without Amendment; to be read the third time upon Monday next, 
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h) GOVERNMENT SHIPS BILL Members wished to raise they could be 

.) [Seconp READING] dealt with in Committee. 

Order for Second Reading read. Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 

4 Tue SECRETARY to THE ADMIR.- | time.” 


ALTY (Mr. Preryman, Suffolk, Wood- 
; bridge): In moving the Second Read-| Mg. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dundee) 


y ing of this Bill, said that in order that | said the Bill appeared to raise serious con- 
every ship flying the British flag might | stitutional questions upon which the 
. be furnished with proper papers, and | House would doubtless be glad to hear the 

that proper regulations might be made} Attorney-General. He did not rise to 
e for the government and discipline of the oppose the Bi'l; but he thought it was a 


men on board, it. was necessary that | very serious thing to give to the Admir- 
the provisions of the Merchant Shipping | alty power to make regulations in respect 
. Act should apply to it if it were a/ to these ships, in other words, to legislate 
) merchant ship, or the provisions of the | without coming to Parliament at all. He 
Naval Discipline Act if it were a ship of | hated legislation by reference, but this 
His Majesty’s Navy. A ship to which] kind of lesislation ‘appeared to be even 
the Merchant Shipping Act applied must | more objectionable. 
be the property of a British subject. 
: But for the purposes of that Act His cea 
Majesty the King was not a British Mr. PRETYMAN said he should have 
subject; and the law officers of the explained that it was proposed by the 
Crown had, therefore, come to the con- Bill that these regulations were to be 
clusion that certain ships which were | @#de by Order in Council. He was pre- 
the property of the Crown could not be | Pared at the Comm'ttee stage of the Bill 
registered under the Merchant Shipping | t provide that before these regulations 
Act, and, on the other hand, could not had effect they should be laid on the 
be brought under the Naval Discip-| Table of the House, so that the House 
j line Act unless manned by the Royal might have the opportunity of expressing 
Navy. The consequence was that |1t8 opinion upon them. 
certain ships, such as the hospital 
ship ‘‘Maine” and the distilling ship] Mr, EDMUND ROBERTSON said that 
“Aquarius,” which were Government | after midnight was not a good time 
ships but did not form part of the Navy, | for considering such questions. The Bill 
as well as ships in the service of other appeared to give the Admiralty power to 
Government Departments, being manned pick and choose from the existing 
by civilians, were able to enter only | statutes. 
British ports abroad and not foreign 


ports. The object of the Bill was PTV AMAN eaid that w ; 
to remove this disability. Ships owned Mr. PRETYMAN said that was be 
by Government Departments were cause there were terms in the Acts in 

reference to the Board of Trade and so 


the property of the Crown, 1 th . ; 
Bill ya ca d to give iy ply Boe on, which would not be applicable. 


the privileges which were conferred 
on British shipowners by the Mer-| Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said the 
chant Shipping Act, and thus enable the | proposed method of procedure was open 
Admiralty and the other Government | to so much objection that he asked the 
Departments to apply to any ships that | hon. Gentleman to consider whether it was 
were in their charge and were the property | worth while to persevere with the Bill 
of the Crown such regulations as were | in its present shape. The House ought 
necessary to enable those ships to obtain | certainly to have a list of all the ships 
the necessary status in foreign ports, and | that would be affected by the Bill. The 
to maintain proper discipline on board. | matter had come on somewhat unex- 
He hoped the House would give the Bill} pectedly, and he hoped thet the hon. 
a Second Reading, and then, if there | Gentleman would agree to withdraw the 
were any points of detail which hon. | Bill for the moment. 
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Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport) said the 
Secretary to the Admiralty had led the 
House to suppose that the Bill would 
apply only to a particular class of ships 
which were almost part of the Navy, and 
he mentioned that there was a difficulty 
about certain ships having proper papers, 
and that when they visited foreign ports 
the fact that they were not under the 
Naval Discipline Act led to incon- 
venience; but, if anybody looked 
through the Bill and examined it, they 
would find that it applied to all ships 
belonging to Government Departments, 
which embraced an enormous number of 
ships manned by civilians and which 
were not part of the Navy at all. They 
would have men who were civilians in 
every sense of the word brought under 
the Naval Discipline Act, and he hoped 
the House would not accept this without 
further explanation. Possibly it would 
be beneficial that the Admiralty should 
have power in some cases to apply the 
Naval Discipline Act, but the Bill applied 
to all ships employed by Government 
Departments, including ships employed 
by the Board of Trade, harbour tugs and 
so on. If the Bill was to stand as it 
was he should have to oppose it, because 
it would cast upon many of his con- 
stituents, who were purely civilians, the 


Government 


onerous conditions of the Naval 
Dicipline Act. 
Mr. PRETYMAN said this had 


been carefully thought out, and no man 
would be engaged except under the 
Merchant Shipping Act and if it were 
proposed to place him under the Naval 
Discipline Act in case of war he would 
have the option of re-engagement. The 
whole object of the Bill was to avoid the 
necessity of employing costly naval 
ratit gs in Government sh’ps which were 
now manned by civilians. 


Mr. KEARLEY said that was not the 
purport of the Bill at all; there was no 
mention about war. 


Mr. PRETYMAN: It would be put 
into the regulations, which would be laid 
before the House. 


Mr. KEARLEY pointed out that other 
Departments than the Admiralty had 
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been taken into consideration, and it was 
the intention of the Bill that ships 
owned by any Government Department 
should, at the option of the Admiralty, 
be put under the Naval Discipline 
Act. The “ Maine” and the “ Aquarius” 
were doubtless manned mainly by 
blue-jackets and naval artificers, 
His case was that, unless these powers 
were curtailed, very important civilians 
would come under the Naval Discipline 
Act. If the Secretary to the Admiralty 
would assure him that that would not 
happen, he should not be so much dis- 
posed to oppose this Bill. At the present 
time many of the men employed in his 
constituency readily stated their griev- 
ances, but under this Act they would 
scarcely be allowed to open their mouths. 
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Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
said they had been told that the ground- 
work of this Bill was the discovery that 
had been made that His Majesty the King 
was not a British subject. He should have 
imagined himself that anything open to 
be done by British subjects was most 
certainly open to His Majesty the King 
todo. The hon. Gentleman said that a 
British vessel must necessarily be owned 
by British subjects, but there were 
plenty of British ships flying the British 
flag which were owned by foreigners. 
This Bill gave the Government power in 
regard to any ships under the control of 
any Government Department, not merely 
to put them under the Naval Discipline 
Act—and that would be hard enough 
although it was a considered system of 
naval discipline, and so was the Merchant 
Shipping Act—but it proposed to allow 
the Government to take whatever it liked 
out of tle Naval Discipline Act and the 
Merchant Shipping Act, and leave what 
it liked, and to do this without the 
authority of the House, except the 
general authority given by this Bill. 
Under the Naval Discipline Act the mon 
could be deprived of all civil rights, and, 
therefore, a measure of this kind should 
be watched with the greatest possible 
jealousy. To allow a Department to 
pick and choose in this way was 4 
proposal which he wondered could be 
seriously made. They must know what 
the rules were to be in detail, and they 
should make certain that no wrong would 
be done to the men. This measure 
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placed the whole thing in the hands of 
the Executive Government, and he 
strongly objected to it. What he objected 
to most was the power given by this 
measure of making new rules. This Bill 
was contrary to all constitutional prin- 
ciples. If the Government wanted to 
impose regulations let them bring them 
down to the House, and put them into a 
schedule. He did not think they ought 
to give the Government such enormously 
unlimited power as was proposed in this 
Bill. 


Sir ROBERT REID (Dumfries Burghs) 
thought the objections which had been 
raised to this Bill were not at all 
unreasonable, and this was not the 
first time that his hon. friend the 
Member for King’s Lynn had stood up 
for constitutional principles in opposi- 
tion to the revolutionary proposals 
of the present Government. It was a 
cruel thing that instead of proposing the 
conditions and rules they were now 
proposing under this Bill that the 
Government should be able to declare 
what conditions should apply to these 
men. The Bill said that the Government 
were to be limited in making these 
regulations, and Clause 1 said— 

“For the purpose of prescribing the papers 
to be carried by these ships, and regulating the 
employment of persons on board these ships, 
ard the discipline of persons so employed.” 

Therefore, it was clear that the Depart- 
ment was to make rules in regard to the 
terms of employment and discipline, and 
the hon. Member for King’s Lynn was in 
error in supposing that they must be 
taken either from the Naval Discipline 
Act or the Merchant Shipping Act, for 
they could take any set of rules they 
liked. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said he quite 
understood that, for they would be able 
to take out what they liked, and they 
might take other rules. 


Sik ROBERT REID said that that 
Was a very remarkable power to be given 
to any Department. 
did not suit them they might bring 
in something which was not in the 
one Act or the other. It was quite true, 


as the hon. Gentleman had said, that the | 
provisions had to be laid before Parlia-; of 748 sections. 
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If those two Acts | 
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ment, but as a matter of fact the value 
of that requirement was not very great. 
In regard to what subjects was this 
great power to be given? In the Naval 
Discipline Act, and the Army Act, Parlia- 
ment year after year enacted the regu- 
lations which applied to sailors and 
soldiers, and now it was proposed that 
for the vessels to which this Bill applied 
any regulations might be made law 
by Order in Council. Surely that could 
not be right. It was no good saying 
that the opponents of the measure 
were conjuring up an evil, and that they 
knew that these powers would not be 
abused. If there was any constitutional 
precedent for what was now proposed 
it ought to be stated. The fact was 
that the Government proposed to regu- 
late the terms of employment and the 
discipline of persons on board a par- 
ticular class of ships, and they ought 
to tell the House what they proposed, 
What were to be the terms of employ- 
ment and what was to be the discipline ? 
Then they would know whether they 
should assent to the Bill or not. They 
ought not to assent to the making of 
laws in this matter by Order in Council. 
He hoped that hon. Members on both 
sides of the House would indicate to 
the Government that this was not a good 
constitutional principle. 


Tue ATTORNEY - GENERAL (Sir 
Rogert Finzay, Inverness Burghs) said 
he had listened with great interest 
to what his hon. and learned friend 
had stated as to the principles of the 
Constitution. He wished to state why 
this Bill should now be carried to a Second 
Reading, and any matters of detail left to 
the Committee stage. The Merchant 
Shipping Act, of course, contained a code 
of regulations for vessels which did not 
belong to His Majesty, but there was no 
provision to meet the difficulty that had 
arisen. If the vessels were not to be 


‘under the Merchant Shipping Act, the 


only alternative was that they should 
be under the Naval Discipline Act in 
its entirety. It might be said, why not 
set out in the Bill those portions of the 
Merchant Shipping Act and the Naval 
Discipline Act it was desired to apply ? 
But the Merchant Shipping Act consisted 
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Sir ROBERT REID: Not applicable 


to this subject. There are not five so 
applicable. 


Str ROBERT FINLAY said he 
differed profoundly from his hon. and 
learned friend with regard to the number. 
If they were to set out in the Bill all the 
sections it was desired to apply, it would 
certainly make the Bill a very long one 
and might lead to protracted debate. 
All they wanted was power to make 
reasonable regulations for the govern- 
ment of these ships which would enable 
them to visit foreign ports without 
putting them under the white ensign. 
Hitherto when these vessels had visited 
foreign ports they had been put under 
a commissioned officer and had been 
subject to the Naval Discipline Act. 
They thought that unnecessary. There 
were a number of vessels of this kind in 
regard to which it was not necessary 
that they should be under the Naval 
Discipline Act, and some provision 
must be made for them. The right 
thing was to give power to His Majesty 
by Order in Council to make such pro- 
vision for the government of these 
vessels as seemed fitting and proper. 
Every point which could be taken in 
Committee as to restricting the power 
to make these regulations so as to pre- 
vent the possibility of abuse would be 
most fully considered ; but he hoped the 
House would not be led by any of the 
phantoms which had been conjured up 
to refuse a Second Reading to a measure 
which, he was quite sure, would in every 
way prove beneficial, 


Sir ROBERT REID said the hon. 
Gentleman who moved the Second Read- 
ing stated that the object of the Bill was 
to allow these ships to go into foreign 
ports, but the proposals went beyond 


that. It was a Bill for regulating 
employment and discipline in these 
ships. 


Str ROBERT FINLAY said he him- 
self had never stated that the only object 
was to enable ships to visit foreign ports. 
Difficulty had also been felt as to the en- 
forcement of discipline on these vessels to 
which the Merchant Shipping Act did 
not apply. Did anybody desire that 
powers should not be given to the Govern- 
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ment in that matter. Some provision 
must be made, and they would welcome 
any reasonable precautions to prevent 
the possibility of abuse. 


692 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES asked the 
hon. and learned Gentleman if he had 
any objection to put in a schedule to the 
Bill the particular regulations that 
would apply. 


Stk ROBERT FINLAY’ said that 


matter would be considered, but he 
thought that, in determining what 


regulations should apply, very minute 
and prolonged examination would be 
wanted. Experience might show from 
time to time that it was desirable to vary 
the regulations, and it would, in his 
judgment, make the measure less valu- 
able if they had a cast-iron framework 
of regulations in an Act of Parliament 
that could not be altered except by 
passing another Act. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: Are 


the regulations framed ¢ 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said he did 


not know; but he wou'ld undertake 
to bring the regulations before the 


House when they were framed. It was 
very necessary that such a power should 
be contained in this Bill. 


Mr. BLAKE (Longford, 8.) said 
he agreed with his right hon. friend 
below him that the power asked for was 
a power not applicable to the Merchant 
Shipping Act. Why should not this 
careful and prolonged examination to 
which the Attorney-General referred be 
made, and the result submitted to the 
House ? Parliament was asked to ac- 
cord an absolutely unlimited power of 
regulating the discipline as well as the 
employment of persons on these vessels. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Attorney- 
General said it would be much more con- 
venient not to have cast-iron regulations 
inan Act of Parliament, but to allow modi- 
fications to be made from time to time 
by an Order in Council. But that might 
be said of any Act which interfered 
with the liberty of the subject. He 
did not see that there was any special 
case for giving this extraordinary power 
in this particular instance. 
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Sirk J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 


‘N.E.) said he could not understand the 


right hon. Gentleman opposite when he 
talked about the liberty of the subject, for 
no man was to be compelled to go under 
the regulations. He suggested that the 
Bill might be read a second time, and the 
regulations brought up and inserted on 
the Committee stage. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN (Dewsbury) said he 
was unable to imagine what had taken 
place that ships of this class should 
suddenly be put under new regula- 
tions. The House was entitled to some 
explanation as to any difficulties that had 
arisen in controlling the crews of these 
vessels. These vessels used to sail under 
the white ensign, When they did that in 
what way were they distinguished from 
the ships belonging to the Royal Navy ? 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: They were 
under the same discipline. 


. Mr. RUNCIMAN: We want to know 


why on earth it was necessary to make 


this change @ 


' Mr. PRETYMAN: Purely as a matter 
of economy, The object is that the ex- 
pense of the present system may not be 
continued, 


Mr. RUNCIMAN said that when the 
hon. Gentleman came down and said that 
he wanted this Bill because of the economy 
which would arise from it, surely he did 
not mean to say that a large number of 
men employed on these vessels had been 
disrated. 


Mr. PRETYMAN was 
to say “ No,” 


understood 


Mr. RUNCIMAN said that the reply 
of the hon. Gentleman showed more than 
ever why the Bill should be carefully 
considered. There was a large number 
of civilians on board these vessels who 
probably did not want to be brought 
under the Naval Discipline Act, and these 
new regulations came in somewhere be- 
tween the Naval Discipline Act and the 
Merchant Shipping Act. Why were not 
these new regulations placed before the 
House? They ought to be discussed 
with the Bill and in connection with 
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the Bill. The Government apparently 
wanted the House to vote this Bill in the 
dark. They were going to alter the 
status of a large number of British sub- 
jects who, up to the present, were under 
the ordinary law. The case for the Bill, 
he believed, had been exaggerated. The 
difficulties which had arisen in the past 
had been got over; they very seldom 
arose. These men would be very amen- 
able to discipline, and would be as well 
under the control of the officers if rated 
under the Merchant Shipping Act as 
under regulations of which they knew 
absolutely nothing. Really, to ask the 
House to pass a Bill to authorise the 
King in Council to alter the status of 
men in civil employment who did not 
wish to come under the Naval Discipline 
Act, without the Admiralty having first 
drawn up the new regulations, was a 
totally improper proceeding. 


And, it being half-past Seven of the 
clock, the debate stood adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed upon Monday 
next. 


EVENING SITTING. 


WEST INDIAN COLONIES (ADMINIS- 
TRATION). 

*Mr. LAMONT (Buteshire) said he 
rose to call the attention of the House 
to the affairs of a group of colonies to 
which their attention was but seldom 
directed. The West Indies, which had 
been mentioned in a recent debate in 
connection with the abandonment of the 
naval base at St. Lucia, as having been 
the scene of some of the greatest naval 
battles in our history, by reason of their 
ancient sorrows had been the battlefield 
in this House on which repeated contests 
had been fought out between the forces 
of two opposing schools of political 
economy. What he wished the House 
to consider was whether there might 
not be causes for these calamities more 
deeply seated than those suggested by 
discussions on the Sugar Convention or 
upon the bounty question, which had 
caused those calamities to occur again and 
again and thus to retard that prosperity 
which was the rule under the British 
flag elsewhere. They had seen depressions 
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sweep over the West Indies so prolonged 
in duration, so acute in their character 
and so constant in their repetition as to 
almost reveal the paradox of a chronic 
crisis. Commission after Commission had 
been appointed to inquire into these 
calamities, with various terms of reference, 
with various results, and making 
various recommendations. The most 
recent was that in which the right hon. 
Member for Berwick was a prominent 
member. That was appeinted in 1897, 
That Commission made very important 
investigations and important recom- 
mendations which had mostly been 
carried out. An earlier Commission was 
that which was constituted under Sir 
Robert Hamilton in 1895-1894 to inquire 
into the condition of Dominica, and that 
Commission also made recommendations 
still more important in their character, 
which had been partially carried out. 
The earliest Commission—to which he 
intended to allude—was appointed in 
1884, and it made recommendations of 
the very highest political value, hardly 
any of which had been carried out. 
The Report of the 1884 Comm’‘ssion 
remiined to-day as true, as practical, 
and as urgent as on the day on which 
it was written, and it was idle to 
reccmmend further inquiries into the 
condition of the West Indies until those 
recommendations and the principles 
underlying them had been carried into 
effect. 


Two great themes ran through all 
the three volumes of the Report of 
this Commission. The first was the 
expediency of bringing the West Indian 
Colonies more closely together, and 
the second the desirability of inter- 
colonial free trade with a tariff in 
common between the whole of these 
Colonies, a tariff as low as was com- 
patible with revenue purposes. He 
wished to persuade the House of the vast 
importance of these reforms in order to 
make these colonies not only more 
prosperous, stronger, and more united, 
but more self-reliant, and that we should 
never be able to do so long as each island 
was under a separate Government. 
Islands, some of them not larger than 
those which he had the honour to re- 
present in the House, certainly not 
richer, and some not more populous, 


Mr, Lamout, 
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were burdened with all the parapher. 
nalia of the Government of a first-class 
European State. Governors, colonial 
secretaries, chief justices, auditor. 
generals, commandants, attorney. 
generals, and solicitor- generals were 
simply jostling one another in the West 
Indies. Now, governors and _ chief 
justices “were well enough in modera- 
tion; colonial secretaries and attorney- 
generals, doubtless, had their uses; 
even solicitor - generals were all very 
well in their proper place; and he 
would venture to remind the House 
that he had the honour to represent a 
constituency which was a good judge 
of solicitor-generals and of their proper 
place. But surely one of each of these 
dignitaries should be sufficient for a 
population of 1,500,000, At any rate, 
one law officer per 100,000 of the popula- 
tion was an altogether excessive allow- 
ance. But that was not all. Each 
island, or each group of islets, had its 
own separate tariff, imposed, not only 
against foreign countries and _ the 
mother country, but against the other 
West Indian Colonies, anc in the case of 
the Windward Islands against the other 
islands in the same colonial group. The 
West Indies were, in short, the pro- 
tectionists’ paradise; so many islands 
so many scientific tariffs, and he supposed 
it ought to be so many scientific tariffs, 
so many self-sustaining empires. But 
the West Indies were the reverse of self- 
sustaining in any sense of the word. 
He would givethe House an instance or 
two of the conflicting tariffs. Flour, 
for instance, in Jamaica was subjected 
to a duty of 8s. a barrel. In Antigua 
it was 6s. 8d. a barrel, and Trinidad it 
was 3s. 4d. a barrel. In the Island of 
Jamaica the ad valorem duty imposed 
averaged 17 per cent., in the Windward 
Islands 7} to 15 per cent., while in 
Trinidad it averaged 5 per cent. Trini- 
dad was the best in most respects as 
hers was the lowest tariff, although hon. 
Members opposite might hold that that 
of Jamaica was the best because it was 
the highest tariff. 


But in many respects the position was 
even worse now than it was twenty-one 
years ago. ‘T'wo of the worst results of 
th» present system were an excess of 
highly - paid officials and a chaos of 
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tariffs. A third was the inadequate 
and unsuitable character of the system 
of education. There was still no 
scientific and technical training, and 
it was only within the last seven or 
eight years that there had been any 
agricultural education, either primary 
or secondary, and the fact that there was 
any at all was due to the Report of the 
1897 Commission, and the able and 
splendid work done by Sir Daniel Morris. 
Tae present system had two defects—it 
stopped short at secondary education, and 
agricultural education was confinedalmost 
entirely to children of the peasant and 
artisan class. He wanted scientific train- 
ing for the captains and non-commissioned 
oficers of industry as well as for the 
private soldiers. The backwardness of 
the sugar industry was due to the apathy 
displayed regarding higher education. 
The responsibility for providing such 
education had lain, not with the planters 
aud landowners, but with successive 
(iovernments. The 1897 Commissioners 
recommended the establishment of cen- 
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tral factories for turning out a modern 
class of sugar, but he submitted that it 
would be useless to establish such | 
factories unless in the first place they 
established central factories for turning 
out a modern cliss of men. It 
would be impossible for the West 
Indies to compete with the skilled men 
turned out by America and Germany 
util they had scientifically trained 
chemists for work in factory and field. 
No one colonial Government could take 
up this great problem, but if there were 
a strong central Government for all, it | 
would be quite in its power to deal with | 
what was the crying need of the islands 
and set up a central technical University 
forall the West Indies. Such a University 
should take over the work of the present 
Imperial Department of Agriculture and 
affiliate to itself the various secondary 
agricultural schools, which had _ been 
established in the islands as the result 
of the recommendations of the 1897 
Commission, and it should also take over 
for the purposes of teaching the experi- 
mental stations which had existed for 
some years in the islands. At present 
the young men of the middle class had 
only two professions to follow, they 
either became doctors or lawyers in 
colonies glutted with law and medicine, 
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They should have the opportunity of 
education in the great industries on 
which the prosperity of the colonies 
must for all time depend. 


The Colonia] Secretary would have ap- 
preciated, he thought, the importance of 
having a central West Indian Government 
to deal with during the mail contract nego- 
tiations. He might be congratulated 
upon having stumbled on the right 
solution by accident, if he might say 
so without offence, of having no contract 
at all. It would be for the benefit of all 
concerned ; it would probably result 
in more frequent and efficient service, and 
would be no injury to the Royal Mail 
Company, while at the same time 
other lines would be induced to compete 
for a share of the traffic and thus bring 
about a system of free trade in mails 
which would have all the benefits that 
free trade and fair competition brought. 
The case for administrative federation 
could not be better put than it was by 
Sir Robert Hamilton in his Report of 
1894, in which he recommended for the 
British Antilles an administrator with 
specially delegated powers, and through 
whom communications with the Colonial 
Office should pass. The federal capital 
should, however, not bein either Barbados, 
Trinidad, or Jamaica, because it would 
undoubtedly create jealousy in those 
two islands which were not selected 
for the seat of the capital. It should 
be located in one of the lesser islands, 
St. Lucia, for instance, and there it would 
be some compensation for the loss of the 
naval base. But wherever that capital was 
located the Government should have a 
large steam yacht to convey the Adminis- 
tration from time to time to the different 
islands. The 1897 Commissioners con- 
sidered the necessity of a sterm yacht as 
a greit argument against federatior. It 
depended, he thought, on whether 
Britannia ruled the waves, or whether it 
was the waves that ruled Britannia. He 
believed that Britannia ruled the waves, 
and that, to the first maritime power, 
the calm and placid waters of the tropics 
formed not an insuperable barrier, but a 
cheap and easy means of communication, 
The best form of government would 
be a strong central Administration, 
under a benevolent Difficult 
as it was to find such a man, it was still 


despot. 
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more so to find a benevolent oligarchy, | 
and to an oligarchy government in some of | 
the West Indies closely approximated. This | 
was why so little attention had been paid | 
to one of the most important recommen- 
dations of the Commission of 1897. Among | 
these, and recurred to again and again by 
the Commission, was the settlement of 
peasant proprietors on the Crown lands. 
In spite of neglect by local governments 
—notably in Trinidad—some progress had 
been made in this direction, but there | 
should be an organised plan of settlement 
on suitable areas with extension of means | 
of transport. But instead of this the 
Crown lands had been given out on no 
definite plan or system, and, as a rule, 
no means of transport had been pro- | 
vided for the peasant proprietors, and the 
result had been an uneconomic 
system of squatting which had been of 
no advantage to the colonies, no advantage | 
to the great established industries, nor | 
to the squatters themselves. Having 
outlined the policy which he _ believed | 
this House should take with regard to 
the West Indian Colonies, he thanked 
the House for the indulgence shown to a 
new and nervous Member. He asked for | 
no Imperial grants, and rather depre- | 
cated that form of assistance. Such | 
grants reminded him of the action of the | 
heraldic pelican drawing blood from the | 
breast for her young, an action generous | 
to the verge of Quixotism, but at the 
same time indicating some lack of 
fertility of resource on the part of the | 
pelican. The policy which he advocated | 
was one which he believed would conduce | 
far more largely to the lasting prosperity | 
of those ancient colonies, He begged to 
move. 
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acquisition to the debating power of 


the House. Not only did his speech 
contain good matter, but it was relieved 
by an amount of humour which 
showed that he, at all events, would be 
able to treat serious questions in a plea- 
sant fashion. If he rose to move the 
Amendment of which he had given notice 
on the Paper, it was not because he 
differed from the speech of his hon. friend 
in any way, but for reasons which 
had been discussed in previous Parlia- 
ments. The remedies would, he thought, 
have to be more drastic for the evils 
his hon. friend had pointed out. As 
regarded those evils, he agreed with him 
entirely, and if he had any criticism 
to make, it was that he had spoken as 
though the problem was still one of 
the sugar industry, whereas now, happily 
perhaps, sugar had receded into the 
background as regarded production in 
the West Indies, and other commodities 
had taken its place. His hon. friend had 
gone very far in the direction in which 
he would ask the House to go still further, 


/when at the beginning of his speech he 


asked for colonial free trade; and al- 
though his hon. friend dwelt on free 
trade in the West Indies, he did not think 
that he intended to limit it to the West 
Indies. Judging from the reasons he 
gave, his hon. friend desired to have free 
trade between the West Indies and the 
Dominion of Canada. That meant free 
food in the West Indies, where at present 
the taxation was levied mainly upon food, 
All desired to cheapen the Government 


ct the West Indies and to take away from 


the Colonial Office any patronage which 


/was mere patronage exercised to the 
detriment of the islands. 


But the main 


_evil was the cligarchic system of govern- 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid.) | 


seconded the Motion. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That, in the opinion of this House, | 
it is desirable to extend federal institu- | 
tions in the British West Indies, in order | 
to improve and to cheapen the adminis- | 
tration of those  colonies,”—(Mr. | 
Lamont.) 


| 
| 
| 
| 





*Stir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- | 
shire, Forest of Dean) said the admirable 
speech of his hon, friend showed 
that they should have in him an! 


Mr. Lamont, 


ment, and the throwing of taxation 
entirely upon the working classes for 
food and clothing. The remedy sug- 


gested meant giving up a large 
proportion of the present Customs 


revenue of the island. It did not mean 
giving up the present Customs revenve 
levied upon the export of cotton goods 
from this country to those islands, which 
was a substantial portion of their revenue. 
The revenue was mainly raised upon the 
food and clothing of the working classes, 
that upon clothing, which consisted cf 
Manchester cotton goods and ina second- 
ary degree, of slop clothing. Although 
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the West Indies sent us a larger value 
of cocoa than the amount of Manchester 
cotton goods which we sent to them 
to clothe their working classes, the 
amount of those cotton goods was far 
larger than the amount of sugar. they 
sent to us. 


To what did those facts point ? 
They ail wished to cheapen and 
improve the Government of the West 
Indies. The patronage had not always 
been so wel! exercised that it could be 
regarded as a credit to the Empire. 
He did not wish to attack the Colonial 
Secretary or his predecessor, or any 
particular Colonial Secretary, but during 
the time the present Colonial Secretary 
was at the Bar he probably became aware 
of the scandals of certain legal patronage 
in the West Indies which had certainly 
led to at least two lunatics being sent, 
and within the knowledge of that House 
there hed been another suspected of being 
insane. The Colonial Office thought he 
was mad. 

There was next the remedy of further 
federation, a remedy which he _ be- 
lieved the West Indies, gererally speak- 
ing, were agreed about. But federation 
upon what terins? There his hon. 
friend stopped short; he condemned 
what he called, and rightly called, the 
cligarchic system of the present govern- 
ment, and he suggested that one great 
oficial from home—one despot—would 
be the remedy. If they could not in- 
troduce a government for the people 
in the West Indies he (Sir Charles Dilke) 
admitted that such a proposal was 
infinitely better than the existing system 
of government, but he should be sorry to 
admit there were not at least some of the 
islands fitted for more demoractic govern- 
ment. He doubted whether it would be wise 
to aim at uniformity in the government 
of the islands. The matter was dis- 
cussed in this House in 1896 and 1897, 
and the then Colonial Secretary supported 
the oligarchic system. Some of them 
then asserted that either a benevolent 
despot or some democratic system of 
government, in some, at all events, of 
the islands, would be better than the 
sligarchic system, but the Colonial Secre- 
tary defended the oligarchic system 
as being the best. In the West Indies 
4s in Ireland those who had declined 
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to trust a representative body of people 
had attempted the opposite plan of 
killing Home Rule by kindness. A 
system of doles had been given by thosa 
afraid to trust the people, and when- 
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ever any attempt had been made 
to widen the suffrage, the answer 
had always been “Look at Haiti.” 


Anything was better than the elective 
system such as existed in many of the 
islands at present, and which was a 
mere shadow of an elective system 
among a very limited class, whose own 
interests were different from the labour- 
ing class, which formed the majority. 
Members were apt to look upon Barbados 
as having the most liberal Consti- 
tution of the islands, yet in Barbados 
he believed less than one in 120 of the 
inhabitants formed the _ electorate. 
It was a mere pretence of an elective 
system, and was in fact an oligarchy, 
a government by a small body of persons 
whose interests, notably in taxation, 
were different from those of the great 
majority. It would be impossible to 
maintain a system which levied more 
than a half of the whole of the expense 
of this unduly costly governme:t 
on the food and clothing of the people 
if there were a wider electoral basis. 
Experimentally he thought a more 
democratic system might be tried in 
some of the islands, and he agreed with 
his hon. friend that if they could not, 
or would not, widely extend that system, 
then the plan which his hon, friend 


proposed was infinitely better than 
the present one. 
It would be impossible, with a 


High Commissioner, to maintain such 
a fiscal system as that in the islands 
at the present time. He would quote 
the opinion of one who was formerly 
Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies, 
and had intimately studied the ques- 
tion from the Government point of view, 
and carried weight in the House. He 
referred to Mr. Leonard Courtney, 
who had just published a@ new edition 
of his book called the “Working Con- 
stitution,” in which he used the following 
words with regard to the West Indies— 

“The Governors were from early times 
associated with representative institutions which 
sometimes claimed to control taxation. Had 
the claim been effectually established respon- 
sible government must have followed. When 
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local Assemblies by other means they have 
been suppressed.” 
Of Jamaica he said— 


‘‘In 1900 Mr. Chamberlain placed the 
nominated members of the Assembly in a 
majority.” 

Of the West Indies generally Mr. 
Courtney said— 

“Where the character of the mass of the 
population forbids the establishment of 
throughly democratic principles the determina- 
tion of authority oscillates between government 
from at home and government by a privileged 
racial minority. The existing political 
organisation of the West Indian Islands cannot 
be regarded as permanent. Some movement 
must be expected either towards a clearer estab- 
lishment of the authority of the delegate of the 
Crown or towards fresh experiments in respon- 
sible government. 

With those words he entirely agreed, 
end he thought the time had come 
when they must face the fact that a 
more drastic remedy than merely federa- 
tion was required, and that the time 
had come to try a democratic govern- 
ment in the islands ready for it; and, 
if not, to adopt the benevolent despotism 
suggested by his hon. friend. Take 
the two great islands doing the largest 
trade. Jamaica and Trinidad exported 
about the same amount of products. 
Jamaica exported about £2,250,000 
worth, of which sugar was less than 
£250,000. Trinidad’s exports were 
£2,500,000 sterling, of which sugar was 
less than £500,000. They had already 
reached the time, therefore, when sugar 
had taken a back place. As the peasant 
proprietors increased in numbers more 
and more attention would be paid 
to fruit and to products like ginger 
and arrowroot.. In the case of 
Jamaica there were already 120,000 
persons holding less than ten acres 
apiece. His hon. friend spoke of the 
decline in the prosperity of the islands. 
The decline was often taken for granted, 
but it hardly bore examination tried 


by the test of figures. Look at the 
money the islands were raising by 


taxation at the present time of so-called 
ruin as compared with the period of 
slavery and so-called prosperity. In 
the most palmy days of the sugar in- 
dustry the total revenue of the islands 
was under £500,000 sterling a year; 
now it was £2,500,000 sterling, and was 
rapidly increasing. That enormous 
Sir Charles Dilke. 
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it has been found impossible to overcome the... | revenue was raised under an oligarchic 


system, and the only way to get rid 


of such a fiscal system was to give place 


to democratic interests. Far more than 
half of the taxation was levied from 
Customs, and chiefly upon the neces. 
saries of the poor, except in Jamaica, 
where it was only a third, thus reducing 
the average to a half. The average 
duties mainly raised upon food and cheap 
clothing were 15 per cent., taking the 
whole islands through. 


Then look at the grievances of the 
working population. A large portion 
of the money, for example, raised in 
Trinidad from taxation was spent in 
introducing the destitute alien to 
compete with the native  popula- 
tion. In South Africa the Kaffir had 
not been made to pay directly for bringing 
the Chinaman in, and in this country the 
destitute alien came in without being paid 
to do so, but in the case of the British West 
Indies, as M. de Lanessan, the French 
Minister of Marine, had pointed out, 
there was a working population taxed 
upon the food and other necessaries of 
life to bring in the people who were to 
compete with them in their land. His 
hon. friend had very properly suggested 
that although he was opposed as he 
(Sir Charles Dilke) was to a policy of 
doles, this country owed the West Indies 
some consideration on account of the 
sudden cessation of local expendi- 
ture on our Navy and Army, which 
from loans besides that from taxes, since 
1896 amounted to £1,500,000 sterling. 
He moved as an Amendment “ That 
no change in institutions of the British 
West Indies will be satisfactory which 
does not recognise the predominant 
interest of the majority of the taxpayers 
in the administration of the colonies.” 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Stal- 
fordshire, Lichfield) seconded the Amend- 
ment. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out from the word ‘That,’ to 
the end of the (Question, and add the words 
‘no change in the institutions of the British 
West Indies will be satisfactory which does 
not recognise the predorainant interest of the 
inajority of the taxpayers in the administration 
of the Colonies.’ ”—(Sir Charles Dill:e)—instead 
thereof 








_ —- a, ae ae oh. ack. oS oe 


a 





to 
is 


es 
he 
li- 
ch 


ig. 
at 
sh 
ch 


Ts 
” 


af- 
d- 


to 
rds 
ish 
oes 
the 
jon 
ead 








West Indian Colonies 


705 


Question proposed, “That the words | 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Question.” 


*Mr. MALCOLM (Suffolk, Stowmarket, 
said he should have liked the honour of 
geconding the Resolution, because, al- 
though he did not see eye to eye with his 
hon. friend, he was exceedingly glad 
that the question should be open for 
discussion, and he made no secret of the 
fact that he should have liked to have 
been the first to congratulate his fellow- 
countyman upon his excellent first 
appearance in the House. It was most 
appropriate that on his first appearance 
he should have delivered so excellent a 
speech upon a subject of which he was 
so well entitled to speak by virtue of 
his intimate connection and acquaintance 
with the West Indies. No one who 
heard the speech could doubt that his 
earnest desire for the federation of those 
islands was dictated by the wish that 
they should become a stronger part of 
our Imperial organisation by reason of 
that union which was supposed always 
to give strength. All were anxious to 
see the West Indies stronger than 
they were at present, less dependent 
upon the mother country, and more 
largely inhabited by the white races 
of energy and initiative. Especially 
was that the case when these islands 
of the Carribean Sea were likely to 
assume, in the immediate future, a 
position of gigantic international strategic 
and commercial importance consequent 
upon the making of the Panama Canal, 
and to become, as they wer: in the 
days of Cromwell and Nelson, once more 
the nerve centre of our maritime power 
in the future. Not only so, but these 
islands of the Carribean Archipelago 
were outposts, as Captain Mahan told 
them, of the Panama Canal itself as surely 
as Aden was an outpost of the Suez 
Canal. The fact that Nelson went to 
the protection of those islands, and risked 
the security of the English Channel in so 
doing, afforded a gauge of the value set 
at that time upon the West Indies, iso- 
lated as they were from one another in| 
the days of sailing ships, and a measure 
of their enhanced importance now that 
could be united by a service of fast steam 
vessels, 
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He agreed with his hon. friend that 
these islands should be kept strong. 
The ‘question was, would federation do 
this? Could a legislative bond enacted 
by this country cement together many 
islands of greatly varying conditions, 
different creeds, and widely different 
states of prosperity? The only common 
basis for federation that he had been 
able to discover was the common basis 
of complete dependence on the mother 
country. He could not say he had 
found them anxious to advance with 
a stride to legislative and financial in- 
dependence. On the contrary, their first 
impulse in times of pressure, or at times 
likely to lead to pressure, was not to help 
themselves but to come to the British 
Treasury for assistance. Nor could he 
wonder at it: for the black population 
had no true sense of independence and, 
since the abolition of slavery the white 
population had been, to use a vulgar ex- 
pression, spoon-fed by the British Trea- 
sury. In addition, nature seemed to have 
heaped up all her horrors and poured them 
down upon the head of these islands, and 
the vitality of both white and black races 
seemed to be totally unable to cope with 
them. Nothing would disturb the inhabi- 
tants of the West Indies more at the 
present moment, when all the islands were 
financially sick, than to think that any- 
thing was being done to weaken their hold 
on the heart and purse of the British 
Treasury. The idea of a Federal [.egis- 
lature under a beneficent despot might 
be dismissed as impracticable. Questions 
of distance and climate militated against 
any scheme of a great central adminis- 
tration. The secoad scheme of ‘edera- 
tion was that of grouping, with a federal 
Legislature super-imposed upon local 
Legislatures in the different islands. 
This plan left Jamaica practically as at 
present, grouped Trinidad with British 
Guiana, and the Windward and Leeward 
Islands with Barbados. Outside the 
Treasury difficulty, which would always 
abide, this plan had less inherent difficul- 
ties than the system of a central federal 
administration. But even under the group- 
ing system, the residents ia British Guiana 
would probably declare it to be a thousand 


| pities that their colony should be grouped 


with Trinidad, seeing that British Guiara 
had prospects of gold and diamonds 
2¢ 2 
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before it, and might shortly become so rich 
that it would have to be treated under 
quite a different system ; while the people 
of Barbados would object to the altera- 
tion of the second oldest Colonial Con- 
stitution under the British flag. In 
any case it would be very difficult to 
destroy the local Legislatures or to super- 
impose upon them the federal central 
body suggested by the Resolution; and 
his hon. friend would probably agree 
that it should not be done without the 
consent of the great majority of the 
inhabitants of the islands. 





He deubted whether much economy 
would be effected by federation. There 
would probably be scores of letters 0° pro- 
test against every proposal to abolish any 
of the existing posts. The residents and 
netives were extremely proud of their 
officials; and, even if many of the smaller 
posts were dispensed with, it was ques- 
tionable whether the necessary work 
could be done by fewer menin the trying 
conditions that obtained unless much 
larger salaries were paid. It was not 
actual administration that cost so much 
ia the West Indies, but education, poor 
relief, and the distribution of medicine. 
He admitted that the West Indies were 
not in a satisfactory state at the present 
time; but the proposal to extend to 
them responsible government could not 
be entertained in view of the slight in- 
terest of the inhabitants in political life. 
He could not help thinking that the 
right hon. Baronet opposite was mistaken 
in the figures he had given to the House. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE said the figures 
he gave purported to be the numbers on 
the electoral roll. 


*Mr. MALCOLM suggested that possibly 
16,000 had power to vote, but only 1,606 
exercised their power. At any rate 
very little political interest was shown 
by the black inhabitants of the islands 
If the solution suggested by his hon. 
friend of a federal central authority was 
wrong, and if the solution of the right 
hon. Baronet was equally inapplicable, 
then least of all were the West Indies 
likely to gain strength through the policy 
of the Government at the present time 
in abandoning St. Lucia as a naval base 
and denuding the West Indies of British 
white troops. In warning the Colonia! 
Mr. Maleslin. 
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Secretary against this strange military 

. . . ¢ 
and naval change, with the permission of 
the House he would read an extract from 
a letter he had recently received from a 
resident proprietor in Jamaica, as 
follows— 

‘The military advisers of the Army Council 
seem to have forgotten the Gordon riots, and 
the Bedwell troubles which took place not long 
ago; andonly just now a man whocalls himself 
Prince Mackaroo or some such name has been 
disposed of, after asking the negroes for 600 
men to enable him to introduce reforms. So 
long as the police are backed by white troops 
these things can be dealt witb, but no longer, 
People ir England are apt to think that all 
police are Jike the wonderful police of London; 
and yet when the Hyde Park railings were 
thrown down even they had to confess them- 
selves unable to cope with the mob. The worst 
to be feared there was for a few panes of 
glass ; here it would be murder and arson.” 

He also quoted the following from a 
New Orleans paper as showing how the 
matter was looked at from a purely out- 
side point of view— 

‘The garrisons of British troops are to be 
entirely removed and the colonies permitted to 
do without military altogether or provide it 
themselves. While the withdrawal of Imperial 
troops from Canada and Australia would cause 
little trouble, as both those Commonwealths are 
amply able to safeguard their own borders by 
local troops, with the West India Colonies the 
case is entirely different. In every one of these 
islands the black or coloured population exceeds 
the whites by twenty or thirty to one. The 
whites fear, and with justice, that with the 
troops removed the colonies would always be 
in danger of uprisings of blacks ayainst the 
whites, and with the former in such over- 
wWhelming superiority it would be easy to 
repeat the experience of San Domingo. The 
white residents of the British West India 
Islands are very naturally much perturbed ove 
the situation, as they may very well be. People 
who are familiar with the race problem in the 
Southern States can readily sympathise with 
the fears of the people of the West Indies. ... 
It seems incredible that the British Govern- 
ment should meditate such a supreme act of 
folly as the withdrawal of all troops from the 
West Indies with the conditions in the islands 
such as they are.” 

This particular policy of His Majesty's 
Government was the least likely of all to 
contribute to the strength of the West 
Indies. His own solution would be t 
wait until cotton-growing and other in- 
dustries in the islands could enable them 
to pay their way before altering the Con- 
stitution. He would then like to see the 
Government enter into negotiations with 
Canada in order to findout whether some 0! 
the islands, at any rate, could not be better 
administered by that great Dominion 
than they were by the home Government. 
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Ii the West India Islands were attached 
to Canada they would form something 
like a southern zone for the Dominion. 
The reorganisation and the revitalising 
of the West Indies would result ; and the 
alteration would add enormously to our 
Imperial strength on the strategie high- 
way of the world and in the commer- 
cial centre of the New World. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) said that 
no one could visit the West Indies with- 
out feeling that nature had been un- 
usually prodigal to them, or without 
desiring that they should attain a pros- 
perity commensurate with the gifts of 
nature. These islands, as some of the 
oldest and most interesting portions of 
our Colonial Empire, had a claim on the 
sympathy and the interest of the mother- 
country. He agreed with the view that 
when tie Panama Canal was made a 
streams of oceanic traffic would 
through these islands, and a chance 
would come to them which they had not 
for a long time enjoyed of being associated 
with the great trade movements of the 
world. His hon. friend had dwelt upon 
the desirability of improving the financia! 
condition of the islands, first, by the 
simplification or consolidation of the Ad- 
ministration, and, secondly, by the 
abolition of tarifis between the different 
islands. One could scarcely conceive 
anything more absurd than that there 
should exist high tariffs, or, indeed, any 
tariffs at all, among islands which ought 
to be regarded as one fiscal entity. It 
was difficult to understand why the 
home Government should have allowed 
these duties to grow up, for they must 
have the effect of interfering with the 
lree exchange of commodities among 
the islands. 


pass 


The other question was whether a 
considerable saving might not be 
effected in their executive and judicial 
administration. He might explain that 
his own personal knowledge was confined 
to Jamaica, and that he regarded British 
(tilana as being in a somewhat different 
position from the other islands. Many 
of the islands were too small to require 
the sort of civil administration which 
we now gave them. That, he thought, 
particularly applied to the judicial ad- 
ministration. He did not see why, 
instead of having an official who was 
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called the Chief Justice for each island, 
they could not have a somewhat simpler 
and more comprehensive judicial organ- 
isation, which, while having competent 
police magistrates for the local work 
would give a better kind of law by way 
of appeal, and allow the highest judicial 
officers or Court to travel about from 
island to island and administer civil 
justice in that way. In the same way 
they would have amore efiicient Execu- 
tive Administration ifthey organised it 
on a larger scale and brought a certain 
number of the islands into a comprehen- 
sive scheme. There would doubtless be 
objections on the part of individual 
islands; they would not want to be de- 
prived of the kind of importance they now 
possessed ; but he would meet that line of 
argument by saving that any economies 
that were effected in this way, and they 
might be considerable, ought to be 
devoted to improving the islands them- 
selves in the way of railway improve- 
ments, modernising methods of cultiva- 
tion, and so forth. A good deal might be 
done in this way for education, and 
more might be done for the industrial 
and technical instruction of the negroes. 
The great difficulty of the islands was 
the imperfect quality of the labour. 
If they gave the natives a better industrial 
instruction it would give them a per- 
manent upward movement, the result 
of which would be felt in many directions, 
and would have a far-reaching effect 
upon their prosperity and the character 
of the population. He trusted that 
the Colonial Secretary might be able 
to hold out some hope that these 
economies, which would have to 4q, 
carried out with consideration and tacte 
might be effected. So far as Jamaica 
was concerned, he did not think any 
apprehension need be entertained at 
present of danger to society by reducing 
the number of troops. The population 
was peaceful and contented, and he 
should be surprised to hear that those 
who knew the islands thought it was 
in any danger of relapsing into a state 
of disturbance. 

Sir J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
N.E.): There were the Trinidad riots. 

Mr. MALCOLM: Only six weeks ago 
there was this trouble with a so-called 
prince. 
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Mr. BRYCE said he did not mean 
to suggest that we should altogether | 
withdraw white troops. Those who | 
knew what the great capabilities of | 
the West Indies were, and recognised | 
that we owed something not only to 
the white but also to the negro popu- | 
lation, would feel that we had a serious | 
duty towards the islands, and that we 
must not forget that they constituted a 
valuable and interesting part of our 
Colonial Empire. 


*Mr. RANDLES (Cumberland, Cocker- 
mouth) said the House was indebted 
to the mover of the Resolution for 
bringing so interesting a subject forward. 
It was a misfortune that they did not 
devote more time to considering the 
particular interests of the different 
colonies in detail, as they were enabled 
by this Motion to do to-night in reference 
to the West Indies. It was not difficult 
to make out a good case for the reduction 
of official expenses and charges or for the 
abolition of tariffs between the various 
islands, or an improved system of higher 
education. He very much appreciated the 
line of argument adopted by the mover of 
this Motion up to the point of the remedy 
he suggested, which he thought was 
hardly sufficient to meet the require- 
ments of the case. A benevolent despot 
might be an ideal remedy if it was a 
practical one, but he did not think that 
it would meet the case. The alterna- 
tive suggested in the Amendment seemed 
to him to be altogether too drastic for 
the present time. The quotation which 
had been given from Sir Robert Hamil- | 
ton to the effect that the time was not 
yet, in his opinion pretty much met the 
case. Hon. Members hardly appeared 
to realise the varying conditions of 
these islands. Scarcely any two of the 
islands in their conditions were alike, 
and their prosperity was also very 
varied. Some of the islands had found 
it possible to change their cultivation 
of sugar into more profitable growths. 
Other islands had not found this to be. 
possible, and the islands best adapted 
for the growth of sugar were not always 
best adapted for cocoa or bananas. | 
There was also a great difference in the 
population. Some parts of the population 
were more impregnated with modern | 
ideas, and other islands were absolutely | 
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indifferent as to progress. Conse- 
quently any cut-and dried scheme would 
be likely to prove a disappointment. 

In regard to what had been said about 
responsible government, he should like 


ito know if this House would attempt 


to veto any wild scheme that it might 
be within the power of some enter. 


| prising contractor to make with such 
'a form of government. 


Take, for ex- 
ample, what actually occurred in New- 
foundland. There it was shown to be 
possible for a large contractor to prac- 
tically get the whole island at his disposal. 
A large majority of the people there 
wished the veto to be put upon what 
amounted to nothing less than the sale 
of the island to a railway contractor 
by the Goveriment, but the Colonial 
Secretary was not favourable to the 
exercise of that veto. Newfoundland 
was a responsible self-governing colony, 
and ever since the conclusion of the 
contract the people of the colony had 
been paying large sums of money in 
trying to get rid of that most un- 
fortunate contract. That might easily 
be the case with the larger measures 
of self-goverment which had been sug: 
gested. Take the religious question, 
That was a subject which even in this 
country divided them in their opinions, 
and caused bitterness even when they 
were able to discuss it from a broad 
point of view. They would be able 
to judge from that fact how acute the 
religious question might become in those 
islands. As an illustration he might 
mention what had happened in_ the 
Island of Guernsey in 1904. They 
passed a law for that island which. 
placed the whole of the elementary 
education of the children under the con- 
trol of the Anglican Church, and it was 


| ordained that the doctrines ot the Church 


of England should be taught in all the 
elementary schools. What was more. 
this was agreed to and approved by the 
Privy Council «cn the advice of the 
Member for Hast Fife, then Home: 
Secretary. He gave that as an illustra- 
tion to show that the veto could not 
so easily be imposed when they once 
granted responsible self-government ex- 
cept under very exceptional circumstances. 


Those were some of the practical diffi- 


culties which would arise if the Amend- 
ment was carried. He thought they 
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must endeavour to improve the govern- 
ment by the steady infusion of the popu- 
lar and representative element, so that 
the best men available, irrespective 
of colour, should be utilised in the govern- 
ment of these islands. 


*Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland) said he had listened very 
carefully to the speeches of the mover 
of the Motion and the mover of the 
Amendment, and he had failed alto- 
gether to notice any discordant note 
whatever in them. The hon. Member 
for Buteshire laid great stress upon the 
necessity of simplifying the Adminis- 
tration in those islands, and the right 
hon. Baronet the Member for the Forest 
of Dean only carried them a step further 
with regard to the self-government of 
those islands. He was sorry that the 
hon. Member for Buteshire did not give 
them more details about the enormous 
waste of material and the great cost of the 
Administration, and no doubt the reason 
was that he did not desire to occupy too 
much time. Nevertheless the main point 
of his argument throughout was the great 
waste of material and money upon the 
salaries of officials in those islands. He 
desired the House to look at this question 
even from the point of view of the task 
imposed upon the Colonial Secretary. 
The amount of work and responsibility 


thrown upon the Minister who happened | 


to occupy that important position was 
something overwhelming and appalling. 
If instead of the vast amount of corres- 
pondence he had at present to deal with 
over every little local affair in the West 
Indies, he had a Governor-General to deal 
with those matters, the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s task would be enormously lessened 
aid the affairs of those islands would be 
conducted very much more in harmony 
with the wishes of the people. He had 
no objection to the governor having a 
steam yacht, because in those islands a 
vacht would practically be his motor-car. 
He thought that the suggestion which had 
been made to hand over the West Indies 
to the Dominion of Canada would involve 
them in considerable trouble and was 
not worthy of a moment’s considera- 


ton. The West Indies were at the 
present moment of enormous import- 
ance, and would be of still greater 


importance in the future. He thought 


- 
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the hon. Member for Buteshire had ren- 
dered an extremely valuable service by 
bringing this question before the House 
and giving them such an extremely 
instructive speech upon this important 
subject. 

*Mr. LAWRENCE (Liverpool, Aber- 
cromby) pointed out that the dispro- 
portion between the whites and the 
blacks in all those colonies was very 
great. Up and down the West Indies 
the electors would be blacks. It would 
be well to look outside to see how other 
countries met the great black question. 
In the Southern States of America, where 
the question was acute, it had been made 
acute by extending the suffrage to the 
blacks. As things were, there was, prac- 
tically speaking, little racial feeling at all 
in these islands. The right hon, Gentle- 
man the Member for Aberdeen had been 
for a few days in Jamaica, and he wished 
to endorse what the right hon. Gentleman 
had said about there being no racial 
feeling there. He had met an Americén 
engineer in that island, and he said that 
any man, woman, or child might go up 
and down that island, night or day, 
without any fear of injury, but he cou'd 
not say the same thing of the Southern 
States. He thought that was a very high 
compliment to their institutions, which 
for several centuries had been gradualiy 
evolving themselves to their present 
state. He agreed that in some of the 
islands this oligarchy which had been 
spoken of was not at all perfect in its 
operations; and when they considercd 
the great difficulty which they had to 
face, namely, that there was only a very 
small minority of whites and a great pre- 
ponderance of blacks, it was clear that 
they could not lay down any hard-and- 
fast rule, and notions which were formed 
here were not always suitable to be carried 
out on the Spanish Main. The right hen. 
Baronet the Member for the Forest of 
Dean had referred to the present system 
as being prejudicial to the advance of 
the system of peasant proprietors. That 
certainly was not true in regard to many 
of those islands. He thought the im- 
portant question was whether these people 
should not devote themselves more to 
the exportation of goods than the mere 
cultivation of provisions. In British 
Guiana there was an enormous exporta- 
tion of goods to the great advantage of 
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the community, whereas in Jamaica, an 
island where there was the largest amount 
of small proprietors, the amount of their 
export trade was practically nil. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE said they ex- 
ported from that island, in fruit alone, 
about £1,500,000 in 1904. 


*Mr. LAWRENCE said that was not 
grown by the small proprietors. Ap- 
parently in the case of right hon. Gentle- 
men opposite this was an instance where 
a little knowledge was a dangerous 
thing. He had been informed that a 
large company which had introduced the 
banana industry in Jamaica was con- 
templating going back to sugar pro- 
duction, and this in regard to an estate 
which had grown bananas for many 
vears. He thought that showed that it 
was not by anv means true that the 
production of sugar was receding. He 
congratulated the hon. Member 
Buteshire upon his speech, but more 
that he had to approach the subject of 
the West Indies under more favourable 
auspices than those of recent vears. 
The hon. Member had spoken of the 
educational advantages of Germany 
and Louisiana, and had made a com- 
parison in regard to the backward- 
ness of education in the West Indies. 
He wished, however, to remind the hon. 
Member that both those countries were 
strongly protective in regard to the 
sugar industry. After the abolition of 
slavery, the West Indies had to contend 
against the slave-owing sugar grown in 
Brazil, and then came the bounty system. 
He agreed that considerable economy 
might be effected by amalgamating 
certain islands under one Government, 
and particularly in reducing the judicial 
establishment. The islands had every 
reason to complain of the class of men sent 
out there to fill the legal posts. He 
knew lawyers, who, though they never 
had a brief in this country. blossomed 
into Judges in the West Indies. It was 
time to see that men fit to fill the posts 
were sent out, and that they gave a good 
vear’s work for a good year’s salary. 


*Sir BRAMPTON GURDON (Norfolk, 
N.) said he had listened with very great 
interest to the speech of the mover of 
this Motion, and he associated himself 


Mr. Lawrence. 
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most heartily with the views which he 
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had placed before the House. The late 
Lord Carnarvon had in his mind some 
scheme for federating these West Indian 
Colonies, and nobody could doubt the 
immense advantage that would be de- 
rived from an uniform Customs tariff. 
It was an open question as to how far 
it would be possible to combine all the 
West Indian Colonies under one (over. 
nor-General. But the four groups of 
islands which formed the Lesser Antilles, 
contained a population which did not 
exceed some 600,000 or 700,000. 
and he thought they would gain very 
much if they could be placed under 
one Administration. It did not much 
matter where the seat of Government 
was, because the time of the Governor 
would be spent mostly in his yacht. 
He hoped the subject of the govern- 
ment of the West India Islands would 
have the serious attention of the 
Colonial Office, for he felt sure that if 
the islands were to be made happy, con- 
tented, and prosperous, it was not by 
maintaining large garrisons there, but by 
good government and efficient admiinis- 
tration. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE rer 
THE COLONIES (Mr. Lyrvretroy, 


| Warwick and Leamington) said that with 





the Amendment of the right hon. Baronet 
the Member for the Forest of Dean in the 
abstract he had no quarrel at al). 
Although kindly and generous, the pro- 
posal was impracticable. The system 
had been tried in America of giving in 
compaiatively uncivilised communities 
equal rights of voting to the coloured 
population, with the result of greatly 
embittering racial feeling and tempting 
the whites to action practically can- 
celling the advantages. The working 
out of the native problem in South Africa 
also illustrated th impracticability of 
the proposition ; and he respectfully said 
that the right hou. Gentleman had not 
made out that pait of his case, and, indeed, 
had hardly tried to make it out. With 
the right hon. Gentleman’s other sug: 
gestion, that a benevolent despotism 
should be established, he was much more 
in agreement ; but neither did he think 
that a practical proposal at the present 
moment. They must, after all, have 
regard to the feelings of the islanders 
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themselves ; and the right hon. Gentle- 
man was well aware that some of those 
colonies formerly enjoyed what was 
practically self-government. In Bar- 
bados the white population had decreased 
very much. Between 2 )) and 30) years ago 
there was a white population both actually 
lager than at present, and relatively 
larger in proportion to the blacks ; 
and the Barbadians of Charles II.’s 
day had a very stout view of their 
Parliamentary privileges and resented 
the idea of being governed by this country 
consultation. About 1660 or 
ls70 they actually made a suggestion, 
which was, perhaps, the first mention of 
Imperial federation, that certain members 
own Parliament should attend 
the Imperial Parliament. Jamaica had 
had elective representative institutions 
since 1662, with the exception of a 
few years. It would not be possible for 
this Parliament to express an intention of 
governing these islands as despots when 
the most considerable of them had 
enoyed representative government for 
somany years. It was not the fact that 
the interests of the negroes were neglected 
by the so-called oligarchies. If we were 
take action without regard to 
history or tradition, there might be a 
vood deal to be said for making the 
government of these islands more auto- 
etatic; but the House would not fiad 
it practicable in view of their history 
to make so violent and revolutionary a 


change, 


without 





as 
of their 





With much of the general tenor and 
many of the sentiments of the mover 
of the Resolution he had no quarrel, 
and he desired to identify himself with 
the compliments the mover had received 
on the ability with which he presented 
his case. No doubt the “man in the 
street’ supposed that the West Indies 
were a group of islands similar in char- 
acter and homogeneous in population ; 


aid when such a man, looking 
superficially at the matter, learned 
that there was a separate Govern- 


ment in Jamaica, Trinidad, Barbados, 
the Windward Islands, and the Leeward 
Islands, and that there were three 


separate Governments in the Windwards 
and five in the Leewards, he was startled, 
and thought unification was not only 
necessary, but should be at once pro- 
vided for. 


But the premises were not 


{17 May 1905} 





(Administration). 718 


quite accurate. There was a very wide 
geographical separation of these isiands. 
it took four days to get from Jamaica 
to Barbados; and when they spoke 
of a benevolent despot situated in Bar- 
bados having effective knowledge o! 
Jamaica, the colonies might present 
an argument to which there would be 
little answer. It would be regarded as 
a very extraordinary proposal if they 
were asked to federate the Isle of Man 
with Madeira, but the distanee was 
not very much less from Barbados 
to Jamaica than it was from the Isle 
of Man to Madeira. Communication 
was not at ali good; it cost money to 
make it better, and the House of Com- 
Commons did not like paying large 
subsidies to the West Indian Island- 
in addition to those which it already 
gave, Moreover, there were very great 
historical differences. Barbados and 
Jamaica had, from first to last during 
the two to thres centuries in which thev 
had been British colonies. been entirely 
British ; Trinidad was in origin a Spanish 
and British Guiana was onee : 
Dutch possession. In several of the 
colonies, in Dominica and St. Lucia, for 
instance, a French pa/ois was talked, and 
was therefore groat difference of 
language. The products differed and 
svstems of law varied in the 
islands. These were all very substantis! 
differences. Sut he did not wish for 
moment to denv that 
much community of 
sentiment in the 
The 
Governor-General 
tion to many people 
time. He had 
point Governor-Generals in West Africa 
and East Africa and now in the West 
Indies. He had no doubt that it would 
be a great relief to the Colonial Office 
if a distinguished man of the type, say, 
of Lord Cromer, could be indueed to tak» 
such an office and remain for a long time 
in one of these great regions to carry 
out a continuous and definite policy. 
He had looked into the matter with great 
care and anxiety, because the idea was an 
attractive one ; but his personal opinion 
was that these proposals were premature 
simply because of the physical obstacles in 
the way. Until they had railways, or, 
at any rate, good roads, the difficulty 


colony ; 


i 
the 


there was vere 
interest and of 
Vest Indies as a whole 
proposal of appointing a 
had a great attrac- 
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of getting about these great regions 
would be immense, and the burden of 
travelling placed upon the Governor- 
Generals would be almost. intolerable. 
In the West Indies communication 
was not sufficiently good to make it 
easy to travel; and whereas, among 
a number of different communities, 
speaking different languages, with differ- 
ent institutions and different kinds 
ef commerce, they wanted a man to 
spend a continuous time in their midst, 
they would have a man who would 
only be able to spend a few weeks sporadi- 
cally throughout the year im one or 
other of the islands. 





The authorities on this subject, it 
would be noted, were very reserved on 
the point. It was perfectly true that in 
1884 a Roval Commission did recommend, 
not the federation, but the unification, 
of? Grenada, St. Lucia, St. Vincent, 
Dominica, and Tobago; and some 
advance, at any rate, had been made 
towards carrying out that recommenda- 
tion. Then in 1894 Sir Robert Hamilton 
went rather further, and recommended 
an administrative union which might 
ultimatelv lead to federation; but it 
was very important to note that that able 
administrator concluded his Report with 
the proviso that, if any union of these 
colonies was to be achieved, in order 
that it might rest on a solid basis it must 
come as a spontaneous growth from 


within the colonies themselves. Then 
in 1897 another very strong Royal 
Commission was appointed, and the 


Commissioners—Sir Henry Norman, the 
right hon. Member for Berwick, and Sir 
David Barbour—were against federation 
altogether and spoke of it as doubtful 
economy. They spoke of the possible 
union of Barbados, the Windward and 
the Leeward Islands, but only when an 
improved system of steam communication 
had been in existence for some years. 
He wished the House to understand 
that union was the policy of His Majesty’s 
Government, a union, however, not forced 
upon the colonies, but one which they 
hoped would come from within and result 
from various administrative operations. 
It was said very often that sentiment 
should not be allowed to militate against 
cash results, but he thought that it 


would be useless and unwise to disregard 


Mr. Lyttelton. 


{COMMONS} 
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the sentiment of the islanders jy 
dealing with this matter, and it must be 
remembered that these islands valued 
their traditions and history all the more 
because they were more prosperous and 
distinguished in former times. 


The aim of His Majesty’s Gover. 
ment was not to coerce the colonies 
into accepting federal government, but 
to promote measures of administration 
from which union might naturally spring, 
The Imperial Department of “Agri- 
culture had done some _ admirable 
work in promoting a feeling of unity. 
and an annual agricultural confer. 
ence was_ held. There were some 
common regulations in regard to public 
health, such as in respect of quarantine 
matters, and they had endeavoured to 
obtain some uniformity in Customs, but 
the difficulties were extremely great 
owing to the financial necessities of 
the islands. The land tax being the 
utmost that could be imposed, it was 
not possible to raise the required tre- 
venue without resorting to duties on 
imports, but, as a fact, these were im- 
posed for revenue purposes only. There 
had been no suggestion during the 
debate of any other system of taxation, 
Economy of administration had been 
effected by the loan of expert officials by 
one island to another, and in this liberal 
way had assistance been given to poorer 
neighbours, and links of unity had been 
established among the populations of 
the different islands. These were, of 
course, gradual and patient operations; 
but he believed it would be wiser to let 
amalgamation work out in that way and 
to let the expression of the desire come 
from the colonists rather than to endea- 
vour to impose it as a policy upon them. 


A word or two should be said in reply 
to allusions to cost of administration. 
The right hon. Member for Aberdeen had 
referred to the excellent work done by a 
Judge whom he mentioned, and while the 
right hon, Gentleman was speaking he re- 
ferred to the Colonial Office list to see what 
salary this excellent lawyer and efficient 
administrator received, and he found that 
this gentleman, who might be called 
Chief Justice, received about a third of 
the amount paid to a London magistrate 
—£500 a year. It must be allowed that 
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his services were given at a cheap rate. 
There were a number of such cases of 
salaries ranging from £700 to £1,000 per 
annum—in the smaller islands rarely 
more than £800. The Administrator of 
Dominica, ‘distinguished among the Lee- 
ward Islands as having a kind of Home 
Rule of its own, joined to great adminis- 
trative qualities high financial abilities, 
and his salary was £1,000. That could 
not be considered exorbitant. There 
were a number of officials, but their 
salaries were not high, ranging from £300 
to £100 a vear, and he doubted whether 
with amalgamation economy could be 
effected in this respect. The Royal 
Commission of 1897 gave a dubious note 
on this question. Efforts to cut down 
some offices had met with consideration. 
In the Leeward Islands the number of 
Supreme Court Judges had been reduced 
from three to two, the reduction meet- 
ing with unanimous opposition, aid in 
St. Vincent the treasurership had been 
abolished and the work put on the 
Administrator, with the result that the 
latter was overweighted with office work 
and unable to visit the outlying districts 


of the island. 


The Government agreed in principle 
that it was desirable to have unifica- 
tion, {but the present moment was 
not an Opportune one for moving in 
the direction of a constitutional change. 
The colonies were still writhing under 
the economic losses and physical dis- 
tresses from which they had suffered 
in recent years, and the Government 
thought that the endeavours which were 
being made to reconstitute the fabric of 
economic prosperity had better not be 


interrupted by constitutional experi- 
ments. Progress was being made in 


regard to agriculture, sugar, fruit-grow- 
ing, and other industries of that kind, 
and political conditions should be left 
at rest for a short time. The adoption 
of the principles of unification would be 
better achieved by patiently waiting fora 
while before further proposals were made. 
He hoped that this Motion would not be 
pressed to a division, for the Government 
would be unwilling to oppose a policy of 
unification. 


Sir EDWARD GREY (Northumberland, 
Berwick) said he had not got anything 
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to add to the debate which was of any 


great value or novelty. The Report 
of the Royal Commission of which he was a 
member had been referred to by the right 
hon. Gentleman the Colonial Secretary. 
He had very pleasant recollections of 
the Commission eight years ago. It 
was true that the Commission did not 
report in favour of the federation of the 
West Indies as a whole. But the primary 
object of the Commission was not to 
inquire into the question of federation. 
They were sent out to deal with the 
acute economic distress that prevailed 
at that time in the West Indian Islands, 
and to recommend substantial remedies 
for that state of things. It was only 
from that point of view that they looked 
at the question of federation. He was 
glad to think that the acute distress had 
been very much ameliorated since those 
times. The Report of the West Indian 
Commission did distinctly encourage 
a beginning in unification. How far 
matters might be more ripe for a step 
towards federation than they were at 
Commission was in the 
islands he was not sure. It was quite 
possible that if the Commission reviewed 
the circumstances of the islands as 
they were to-day they might report 
still more in favour of federation than 
they did some years ago. Certainly, 
after going through the islands for 
two months, the impression left on his 
mind was that he had seen more Chief 
Justices than he had ever seen in his life 
before, or was ever likely to see. The 
Colonial Secretary had said that these 
Chief Justices, or some of them, only had 
small salaries—that was to say, the title 
was an imposing one, but the salary was 
the reverse of imposing and was not to 
be regarded as a great burden on the 
colony. He thought it would be better 
to have a Supreme Court, or a Supreme 
Judge, highly paid and supreme over a 
large area, rather than a number of 
comparatively poorly paid officials who 
were supreme in the particular area that 
was entrusted to them. What they 
wanted was, not many men, but a few 
very good men. He thought if one added 


up the total population and resources of 
the smaller islands, and then counted up 
the list of the officials required to ad- 
minister them, he would come to the con- 
clusion that the total official element was 
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somewhat top-heavy. 


ment to see what could be done to make 
a beginning towards some federation, or, 
at any rate, of the smaller governments. 
It was true there were difficulties ; but 
he did not think the difficulties, consider- 
ing that some of the islands were so small, 
were any reason why they should not be 
more brought under the same Governn ent 
than they were at the present time. Nor 
was the difficulty of distance of very 
greatimportance. The right hon. Gentle- 
man dwelt on the difficulties of travelling, 
he ought rather to have dwelt on the 
delights of travelling among that group 
of islands. He could not imagine any 
place more delightful for vachting, apart 
trom the season of the hurricanes. The 


travelling involved would not teke an 


excessive time, and would certainly add 
to the delights of the post. 
It would not be the desire of any 


section of the House that they should 
be harsh in imposing upon what were, 
after all. verv old colonies anything 
which was reallv ofiensive to the senti- 
ment of the colonies themselves; and 
he agreed especially that in the case of 
Barbados, which had got a very ancient 
Constitution and set great store upon 
the independence they enjoyed, they 
had to rake account of the sentiment 
which was very deep in the feelings of 
the weak. He was satisfied that in- 
creased economy and efficiency would 
be gained, at any rate, with respect 
to the Windward and Leeward Islands 
by some step towards federation. He 
agreed with the Colonial Secretary that 
it would be desirable to encourage as far 
as possible any tendency in the sentiments 
of those groups to draw together. He 
was sure he interpreted the speech of the 
Colonial Secretary correctly in saying that 
he, too, wished to encourage some step 
towards federation, and that the right 
hon. Gentleman’s whole tone was not 
unsympathetic to the Motion. If that 
was so, he hoped the Colonial Secretary 
would lose no opportunity of encouraging 
that sentiment, and if he came before the 
House with any proposal towards the 


federation of some of the islands it would | 
be received with every sympathy and | 


approval by the House. 
Sir Edward Grey. 
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If that was so, it | 
ought to be the object of the Govern- | 
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*Mr. LAMONT said he was quite 
satisfied with having made his Motion 
and with the interesting discussion to 
which it had given rise. He wished to 
thank the right hon. Gentleman the 
Colonial Secretary for his sympathetic 
speech, and was glad to hear from his 
own lips that the policy of the Govern. 
ment was unification. He asked leave 
to withdraw his Motion. 


*Srr CHARLES DILKE said that 
after what had been stated it would be 
very ungracious on his part to press his 


Amendment, and, therefore, he asked 
leave to withdraw it. 
Amendment and Motion, by leave, 


withdrawn. 


HEAVY MOTOR-CAR REGULATIONS, 

Mr. GARDNER (Berkshire, Woking. 
ham) said he wished to call attention 
to the Heavy Motor-Car Order, 1904. 
dated the | 27th day of December; and 
to move, “ That, in the opinion of this 
House, the Heavy Motor- Car Order, dated 
the 27th day of December, 1904, pei- 
mits traffic for which the large majority 
of the highways of the country are unfit, 
is likely to be oppressively burdensome 
in cost to the local authorities, and 
dangerous to foot passengers xs well as al! 
other users of the highways, and ought to 
be annulled.’ He said he remembered the 
patience with which many hon. Members 
sat for hours to get a Motor-Car Bill 
through. It was passed, although not 
altogether with the approval of the whole 
House, because it was believed that 
it would bring about an improvement 
in the then existing state of things. 
It was not to be wondered at that 2 
clause like Clause 12 had passed througt 
without observation as to what its ree! 
effect would be. He did not think 
that anyone had the least idea that it 
gave power to the Local Governmen' 
Board to issue the regulations of which 
he complained. 


Notice taken that forty Members were 
not present ; House counted, and forty 
Members not being present— 

The House was adjourned at ten 


minutes before Twelve of the 
clock till To-morrow. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Thursday, 18th May, 1905. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lord CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates 
from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bills have been complied with :— 

t Baker Street and Waterloo Railway: 
= Edgware and Hampstead Railway : 
= Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead 
Railway; Andover Lighting and Power. 


The same were ordered to lie on the 
lable. 


City of London Electric Lighting Com- 
pany Bill [#.1.]; Kast London and Lower 
Thames Electric Power Bill [x.u.]; Charing 
Cross and Strand Electricity Supply Cor- 
poration Bill [u.L.]. Report from the 
Select Committee, That it is not expedient 
to proceed further with the Bills; read, 
and ordered to lie on the Table. 

South Suburban Gas Bill; Epping 
(as Bill; Nottingham and Retford Rail- 
sway Bill. Reported, without Amend- 
+ Ment. 


ni of a Speech wndiwates revision hy the 


me 


rege he 


Stepney Borough Council (Superannua- 

= tion) Bill [H.u.]; Tees Valley Water 
g Board Bill [H.L.]; University College, 
‘London (Transfer) Bill [#.u.]; Hythe 
© Corporation Bill [H.L.]; Seaham Gas 
¢ Bill. Reported, with Amendments. 


Darien 
Hig- 
Bill. 


South Metropolitan Gas Bill; 

s Gold Mining Company Bill [x.t.]; 
>ham and Hundred of Hoo Water 
Reported, with an Amendment. 


lerish 


7s 


Corbett Estate Bill [u.u.]. Read 2°. 
Whitechapel and Bow Railway Bill. 
ead 2*, and committed. 


Great Western Railway (New Railways) 
Bill. Read 2*, and committed. The 
Committee to be proposed by the Com- 
mittee of Selection. 


Aylesbury Gas Bill. 
committed. 


VOL. CXLVI 


Read 2', and 


[FourrH SErizs.] 
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Ealing Corporation Bill. Read 2", and 

committed. The Committee to be pro- 

posed by the Committee of Selection. 


South Oxfordshire Water and Gas Bill. 
Read 2", and committed. 


Great Western Railway (Additional 
Powers) Bill. Read 2°, and committed. 
The Committee to be proposed by the 
Committee of Selection. 


Halifax Corporation Bill. Read 2", and 
committed, 


Stockport Corporation Bill; Bristol 
Corporation Bill; Croydon Corporation 
Bill. Read 2", and committed. The 
Committees to be proposed by the 
Committee of Selection, 


South Wales Electrical Power Distribu- 
tion Company Bill; Aberdare Urban 
District Council Bill ; Colne Corporation 
Bill; Swansea Corporation Bill. Read 
2", and committed. 


Ocean Accident and Guarantee Cor- 
poration Bill [x.1.]. Read 2" (according 
to order), and committed. 


Workington Harbour and Dock Bill 
[H.L.]; Ilfracombe Harbour and Improve- 
ment Bill. The King’s consent signified ; 
and Bills reported, with Amendments. 


Morley Corporation Bill. Report 
from the Select Committee, That the 
Committee had not proceeded with the 
consideration of the Bill, the opposition 
thereto having been withdrawn; read, 
and ordered to lie on the Table. ‘The 
orders made on the llth of April and 


Thursday last discharged, and Bill 
committed for Thursday next. 
Metropolitan and Great Central 


Railway Companies bill [u.1.]; Southport, 
Birkdale, and West Lancashire Water 
Board Bill [.1.]; Formby Township Bill 
{u.L.]; Humber Conservancy Bill [1.t.]. 
Leave given to the Select Committee not 
to sit again till Monday next. 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation 
(No. 1) Bill [n.u.]. Committed. The 
Committee to be proposed by the 


Committee of Selection. 


2 D 
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Closing of Licensed Premises 


Hastings Harbour Bill [H.u.]. Returned | 
from the Commons agreed to. 


Alexander Scott’s Hospital Order 
Confirmation Bill (No. 77); Dundee | 
Water Order Confirmation Bill (No. | 


78). Brought from the Commons, and 
read 1*; to be printed; and (pursuant 
to the Private Legislation Procedure 
‘Scotland) Act, 1899), deemed to have | 
been read 2" and reported from the | 
Committee. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


. TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
No. 3375. Zanzibar (Pemba) 
No. 5376. Persia (Khorassan). 


ARMY (MEDICAL DEPARTMENT). 
Report for the year 1903, 


Presented (by Command), and ordered | 
to lie on the Table. | 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1894. 


Two Orders in Council of May 10th, | 
1905, varving the establishment of the 
Commissioners of Northern Lighthouses 
and the Commissioners of Irish Lights 
respectively. 


EXTRADITION ACTS, 1870 TO 1895. 


Order in Council of Mav 10th, 1905, 
directing that the Extradition Acts, 1870. 
to 1895, shall apply to the case of Cuba. 


PUBLIC RECORDS 
REVENUE 
MENTS). 

Schedule containing a list and parti- 
culars of classes of documents existing or 
accruing in the Office of Land Revenue 

Records and Enrolments which are not 

considered of sufficient public value to 

justify their preservation in the Public 

Record Office. 


(OFFICE OF LAND 
RECORDS AND ENROL- 


POST OFFICE (FOREIGN AND COLONIAL | 
PARCEL POST, UNITED STATES OF | 
AMERICA). 


Statutory Rules and Orders, 1905, | 
No, 231. The Foreign and Colonial | 
Parcel Post Amendment (No. 14) | 
Warrant, 1905. | 


| Ashbourne; read 1"; 
‘to be read 2" on Monday next. (No. 75.) 
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POLLING DISTRICTS. 


(County of Northumberland). Order 


| made by the County Council of the County 


of Northumberland, altering certain 
polling districts in the Wansbeck Parlia- 
mentary Division. 


(West Riding of Yorkshire). Order 
made by the County Council of the West 
Riding of Yorkshire, altering certain 
polling districts i the Doncaster, Osgold- 
cross, Rotherham, and Sowerby Parlia- 


| mentary Divisions. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


LICENSED HOUSES. 

Petitions for early closing of; of in- 
habitants of Penrith (10); Young Men’s 
Christian Association ; read, and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


NEW BILLS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE 
(IRELAND) (No. 1) BILL [t.1.]. 

A Bill to extend Section 86 of the 
Supreme Court of Judicature Act (Ire- 
land), 1877. Was presented by the Lord 
to be printed; and 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE 
(IRELAND) (No. 2) BILL [i.t.]. 

A Billto amend the Judicature (Ireland) 
Acts, 1877 to 1897, and Section 6 of the 
Local Registration of Title (Treland) Act, 
1891, and the law relating to bankrupts 


| and to the constitution of certain election 


courts in Ireland. Was presented by the 
Lord Ashbourne ; read 1"; to be printed; 
and to be read 2* on Tuesday next. (Ne. 
76.) 


CLOSING OF LICENSED PREMISES 
(CHRISTMAS DAY) (IRELAND) BILL. 
[SECOND READING. ] 

Order of the day read fer adjourned 
debate on the Motion for the Second 
Reading. 


THe LORD PRESIDENT or tHE 
COUNCIL anp PRESIDENT or the 
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BOARD or EDUCATION (The Mar- 
quess of Lonponperry): My Lords, the 
House will remember that a few days 
agomy noble friend Lord Avebury moved 
the Second Reading of this Bill, but at 
the request Of the noble Marquess the 
Leader of the House kindly consented to 
allow the debate to be adjourned until 
to-day. I hardly lke to ask the noble 
Lord to again adjourn the debate, but if 
he can see his way to postpone it until 
Tuesday of next week TI can assure him, 
on behalf of His Majesty’s Government, 
that we Shall be very grateful. 


Lorb AVEBURY; My Lords, after the 
appeal which has been made to me by 
the noble Marquess I feel that it would 
be discourteous on mY part were I to 
decline to meet his w shes. I therefore 
move, with the permission of the House, 
that the debate be adjourned till Tuesday 
next. 


Moved, “That the debate on the 
Motion for the Second Reading be 
adjourned till Tuesday next.” 


On Question, Motion agreed to. 


THE LOSS OF THE “ BANFFSHIRE.” 

Lorpv MUSKERRY, who had given 
notice “To ask His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment whether they have been made aware 
of the decision of the Beard of Trade 
Inquiry which investigated the cireum- 
stances of the loss of the trawler ‘ Banff- 
shire’; 
Aberdeen, she was inspected by a Board 
of Trade survevor competent to survey 
her compasses and life-saving apparatus, 
aud, if not, why not; also to call atten- 
tion to the general question of the 
surveying of life-saving apparatus on 
British merchant ships,’ said that in the 
mgrettable absence, through illness, of 
the noble Marquess the President of the 
Board of Trade he would postpone | 
putting his Questions until Monday, | 
May 24th. 


| 
House adjourned at half-past Four | 
o'clock, till To-morrow, half- 
past Ten o'clock. 


(18 May 


whether, previous to her leaving , 
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HOUSE OFCOMMONS. 
Thursday, 18th May, 1905. 


The Horse met at Two of the Clock. 


MR. SPEAWNER’S ABSENCE. 

The House being m-t, the Clerk at the 
Tabl» informed the House of the un- 
avoidable absence of Mr. Speaker, 
owing to continued indisposition. 


Wiereupon Mr. JAmes WILLIAM 
Lowtuer, the Chairman of Ways and 
Means, proceeded to the Table, and, 
after Prayers, took the Chair as Deputy- 
Speaker, pursuant to the Standing Order. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


DUBLIN POLICE ACTS AMENDMENT 
BILL (NO STANDING ORDERS 
APPLICABLE). 

Mr. Dereuty-SpEaKERr laid upon the 
Table Report from one of the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Biils, pursuant 
to the Order of the House of the 16th 
day of May, That, in the case of the 
following Bill, no Standing Orders are 
applicable, viz.:—Dublin Police Acts 
Amendment Bill. 


Alexander Scott’s Hospital Order Con- 
firmation Bill; Arbroath Corporation 
Water Order Confirmation Bill; Dundee 
Water Order Confirmation Bill. Read 
the third time, and passed. 


Local Government Provisional Order 
(No. 16) Bil!. “ To confirm a Provisional 
Order of the Local Government Board 
relating to Sheifield,” presented by Mr. 
Giant Lawson; supported by Mr. Gera'd 
Balfour ; read the first time; and re- 


| ferred to the Examiners of Pctitions for 


Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 
| 224] 
Cork Junction Railways Bill. Ordered, 


That the evidence taken before the 


| Committees on the Dublin, Wicklow, and 


Wexford Railway (City of Dublin Junc- 
tion Railways) Bill, 1884, the Cork and 
2D2 
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TYermoy and Waterford and Wexford 
Railway Bill, 1890, the Fishguard and 
Rosslare Railways and Harbours Bill, 
1898, the great Southern and Western 
and Waterford, Limerick, and Western 
Railway Companies Amalgamation Bill, 
1899, and the great Southern and Western 
and Waterford, Limerick, and Western 
Railway Companies Amalgamation Bill, 
14900, be referred to the Committee on 
the Cork Junction Railways Bill.—(Mr. 
Caldwell.) 


McConneli’s Divorce Bill [Lords]. 
Ordered, Tiat the Minutes of Evidence 
and Proceedings inthe House of Lordson 
the Second Keading of Mc(Connell’s 
Divorce Bill, together with the Docu- 
ments deposited in the cases, be returned 
to the House of Lerds.—(Mr. Attorney- 
General.) 


Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Rail- 
way Bill. Reported, with Amendments ; 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
p.inted. 


RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP 4). 


Mr. Tarron Ecerron reported from 
the Committee on Group 4 of Railway 
Bills; That the parties promoting the 
Cork Junction Railways Bill had stated 
that the evidence of Alderman Daniel 
Horgan, of Cork, and Captain L. Bertie 
Millington. R.E., of Cork, was essential 
to their case ; and, ithaving been proved 
that their attendance could not be pro- 
cured without the intervention of the 
House, he had been instructed to move 
that the said Alderman Daniel Horgan 
and Captain L. Bertie Millington do 
attend the said Committee on Wednesday, 
24th May, at half-past Eleven of the 
clock. 


Ordered, That Alderman Daniel 
Horgan and Captain L. Bertie Millington 
do attend the Committee on Group 4 of 
Railway Bills on Wednesday next, at 
half-past Eleven of the clock. 


RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP No. 7). 
| Mr.?Bonp reported from the Committee 
on Group No. 7 of Railway Bills; That, 
for the convenience of parties, the Com- 
mittee had adjourned till Monday next, 
at half-past Twelve of the clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 
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Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 4) Bill. Reported, without Amend. 
ment [Provisional Orders confirmed]; 
Report to lie upon the Table. Bill to be 
read the third time To-morrow, 


Local Government Provisional (Orders 
(No. 5) Bill. Reported, without Amend. 
ment [Provisional Orders confirmed]; 
Report to lie upon the Table. Bill to be 
read the third time To-morrow. 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional 
Order (No. 1) Bill. Reported, without 
Amendment [Provisional Order con- 
firmed]; Report to lie upon the Table, 
Bill to be read the third time To- 
morrow. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 1) Bill. Reported, with Amendments 
[Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report 
to lie upon the Table. Bill, as amended, 
to be considered To-morrow. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Order 
(No. 3) Bill. Reported, with Amendments 
[Provisional Order confirmed]; Report 
to lie upon the Table. ill, as amended, 
to be considered To-morrow. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Order 
(No. 2) Bill. Reported, without Amend- 
ment [Provisional Order confirmed); 
Report to lie upon the Table. bill to be 
read the third time To-morrow. 


Clyde Navigation Bill [Lords]. Reported, 
with Amendments. Report to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. 


East Cowes Gas Bill [Lords]. Reported, 
without Amendment. Report to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. iki 


PETITIONS. 


sILLS OF EXCHANGE BILL. 
Petition from Huddersfield, in favour; 
to lie upon the Table. 


CHURCH DISCIPLINE BILL. 


Petition from ,Salisbury, against; to 
lie upon the Table. 








133 Returns, 


COMPENSATION FOR DAMAGE TO 
CROPS BILL. 
Petition from Argyll, in favour ; 
upon the Table. 


to lie 


COUNTY COURTS BILL. 
Petition from Huddersfield, 
to lie upon the Table. 


in favour; 


LOGS BILL. 


Petition from Haverfordwest, against ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) 


Petition from Perth, 
to lie upon the Table. 


BILL. 
for alteration > 


LAND VALUES (ASSESSMENT AND 
RATING) BILL. 
Petition from Westminster, against : 


to lie upon the Table. 
LOCAL AUTHORITIES (TAXATION AND 
PURCHASE OF LAND) BILL. 


Petition from Westminster, 
to lie upon the Table. 


against . 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) 


BILL. 
Petition from Argyll, in favour; 
upon the Table. 


to lie 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE'S 
SISTER BILL. 


Petition from Salisbury, against ; to lie 
upon the Table. 
MINISTRY OF AND IN- 


COMMERCE 
DUSTRY BILL 


Petition from Huddersfic 
to lie upon the Table. 


1d, in favour; 


MORTGAGE OF PREMISES BILL. 
Petition from Huddersfield, in favour > 
to lie upon the Table. 


PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION BILL. 
Petition from Huddersfield, in favour; 
to lie upon the Table. 


REGISTRATION OF FIRMS BILL. 


Petition from Huddersfield, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF BUTTER BILL. 


Petition from Argyll, in favour; to lie 
upon the Table. 
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Reports, etc. 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


POLLING DISTRICTS (COUNTY OF 
NORTHUMBERLAND). 

Copy presented, of Order made by the 
County Council of the County of North- 
umberland altering certain Polling 
Districts in the Wansbeck Parliamentary 
Division [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


POLLING DISTRICTS (WEST RIDING 
OF YORKSHIRE). 

Copy presented, of Order made by the 
County Council of the West Riding of 
Yorkshire altering certain Polling Dis- 
tricts in the Doncaster, Osgoldcross, 
totherham, and Sowerby Parliamentary 
Divisions [by Act]; to lie upon the 


Table. 


RAILWAYS ABANDONMENT. 
Copy presented, of Report by the 
Board of Trade respecting the South 
Lancashire Tramways Bill [Lords], and 
the objects thereof [pursuant to Stand- 
ing Order 158b]; referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Bill. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 

Copies presented, of Two Orders in 
Council of the 10th May, 1905, varying 
the Establishments of the Commissioners 
of Northern Lighthouses and the Com- 
missioners of Irish Lights, respectively 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


1894, 


EXTRADITION ACTS, 1870 TO 1895. 

Copy presented, of Order in Council of 
10th May, 1905, directing that the Extra- 
dition Acts, 1870 to 1895, shall apply in 
the case of Cuba [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


FLAX AND LINEN FACTORIES. 
Address for “ Return of the number of 
Flax and Linen Factories in the United 
Kingdom subject to inspection under 
The Factory and Workshop Act, 1901, 
and the number of Spindles and Looms 

used in such Factories.”—(Mr. Wolff.) 


PARISH MEDIC AL — ICERS (SCOT- 
LAND 


““ 


Return ordered, cade for each 
Parish in Scotland as at the Ist day of 
December, 1902, the salaries and fees 


_paid to outdoor Medical Officers under 
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the Poor Law, Lunacy, and Vaccination 
Acts, and the arrangements made by 
the parish council for supplying 
medicines and medical appliances to poor 
persons.” —(Mr. Charles Douglas.) 


INCOME-TAX ASSESSMENTS. 


Return ordered, ‘‘of the number of 
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Assessments to the Income-Tax for the | 


years ending the 5th day of April, 1902 
and 1903 (in the same classes and in 
the same amounts as stated in and in 
continuation of Parliamentary Paper, 
No, 314, of Session 1902).”—(Sir George 
Bartley.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Irish Courts of Equity—Persons Arrested 
and Detained for Unreasonable Periods 
while Waiting Trial. 

Mr. P. A. McHUGH (Leitrim, N.): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the judgment 
delivered by the Lord Chief Baron 
(Palles), on the 10th instant, in which he 
alluded to the lengths of time that 
persons arrested under attachments in 
Courts of equity were at present being 
detained in custody, and stated that 
this was not the case in the King’s Bench 
Division where Crown rules particularly 
pointed out the course to be adopted, 
and that it was the duty of the plaintiff 
to see that the defendant was brought 
before the Court, and that the proper 
proceeding was taken for the purpose of 
having it determined what punishment 
he was to be subjected to; whether he 
can say if the other Divisions of the 
High Court have adopted these Crown 
rules; and, if not, will he take steps to 
see that like rules are adopted for dealing 
with cases of imprisonment for contempt 
of Court ; whether there are any persons 
now imprisoned i in Ireland for contempt 
of Court in which the plaintiff failed to 
have the defendant brought before the 
Court in the way condemned by the 


Lord Chief Baron; and, if so, will he 
take any action in such Cases. 
(Answered by Mr. Atkinson.) My 


right hon. friend has asked me to answer 


' prisoner committed for 





Questions. 


736 


this Question. My attention has been 
called to newspaper reports of the judg. 
ment referred to. I cannot, however, 
say whether they are accurate. The 
Lord Chief Baron, in referring to the 
Crown Office Rules of 1891, apparently 
omitted to call attention to the fact that, 
on June 30th, 1899, at the instaice of the 
Lord Chancellor of Ireland, a Circular 
was addressed to al! Governors of Prisons 
requiring them, in the case ot every 
an indefinite 


| period for contempt of Court, to send a 


report on the case within fourteen days 
of the prisoner’s reception to the Lord 
Chancellor, through his secretary, and 
also to the Judge who made the order of 
committal; and to send a Similar report 
to the same persons on every succeeding 
quarter day. This practice is similar to 
that which exists in England, and is 
followed by all the Divisions of the High 
Court in Ireland other than the King’s 


Bench Division; and it has hitherto 
apparently given satisfaction. The 
matter is not one for the Executive, 


but rather forthe Judges themselves to 
regulate. The attention of the Lord 
Chancellor will at once be called to the 
Lord Chief Baron’s observations. 


Transvaal Constitution— Franchise for 
British Indians. 

Str MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 
GREE (Bethnal Green, N.E.): To ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies, in 
respect to the provision of constitu tional 
changes in the Transvaal, whether his 
attention has been called to the fact that 
the undertaking in the terms of peace 
signed in 1902 that the question 0i 
granting the franchise to the natives 
would not be decided until after the 
introduction of self-government did not 
apply to the case of non-African coloured 
subjects of His Majesty, or bind the 
Government to withhold the franchise 
from British Indians possessing the 
requisite educational and property quali- 
fications; and whether, in these circum- 
stances, he will advise His Majesty to so 
amend the Letters Patent and Order mn 
Council as to admit such British Indians 
to the franchise, in fulfilment of various 
official pledges, including that contained 
in Governor Viscount Milner’s despateh 
to Mr. Chamberlain, dated May 1! Ith, 
1903. 
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(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
The reason why, as stated in my despatch 
of March 31st in [Cd. 2400}, His Majesty’s 
Government have been unable to make 
provision for the representation of any 
of His Majesty’s coloured subjects is that 
they understand that the interpretation 
placed upon the pledge contained in the 
terms of peace by the burghers is that 
the question of granting the Parliamentary 
franchise to any coloured persons would 
not be decided until after the introduc- 
tion of self-government. Having regard 
to this fact and to the importance of 
giving no ground for a charge of depart- 
ing from the terms of peace, I am not 
prepared to advise His Majesty to amend 
the Letters Pateit, and I am_ not 
aware that specific pledges on this point 
have been given either in the despatch 
yuoted or otherwise. 


British Railway Rates on Foreign and 
Colonial Farm Produce—Publication 
of Report of Committee. 

Me. LLOYD MORGAN  (Carmar- 
then, W.): To ask the President of 
the Board of Agriculture whether he is 
in @ position to state when the Report 
will be issued of the Departmental Com- 
mittee appointed in April, 1904, to inquire 
iato the rates charged by railway com- 
panies in Great Britain in respect of 
foreign and colonial farm produce, and 
to report whether there is any evidence 
to show that preferential treatment is 
accorded to such produce ; whether the 
evidence taken will be printed and 
circulated as a Parliamentary Paper; 
and, if so, will the evidence already taken 
be circulated at an early date. 


(Answered by Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes.) 
It is not possible, as yet, to state when 
this inquiry will be completed. Some 
difficulty has been experienced in obtain- 
ing evidence, and it is very desirable 
that the work of the Committee should 
not be brought to an end until the fullest 
opportunity has been given to those 
concerned to bring forward any com- 
plaints which they may have to make. 
The evidence will be printed and circu- 
lated as a Parliamentary Paper, but it 
would be undesirable that it should be 
presented except as a whole. 
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Piracy on the Chinese Coast. 


CotoneL DENNY (Kilmarsock 
Burghs): To ask the Under-Secretary 


of State for Foreign Afiairs if his atten- 
tion has been drawn to the prevalence 
of piracy in the Canton delta and along 
the coast of China; whether he has 
received during last year any account of 
organised attacks on British vessels ; and 
what action the British Government is 
taking towards the suppression of these 
pirates. 


(Answered hy Earl Percy.) The atten- 
tion of His Majesty’s Government has 
recently been called to a number of 
piratical attacks on vessels on the 
Canton River (some of them being 
Britisb owned). His Majesty’s Consul- 
General at Canton has made arepresenta- 
tion to the Viceroy on the subject, and 
His Majesty’s Government are ln com- 
munication with His Majesty’s Minister 
at Peking regarding these attacks. 


Transfers of Telegraphists. 

Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.): To 
ask the Postmaster-General whether he 
has decided to transfer a number of 
telegraphists from certain towns to 
offices in other districts ; if so, whether he 
can state what monetary compensation 
he proposes to give to telegr:phists who 
are to be compelled to leave the places in 
which they hive resided for a number of 
years; and whether he will tike steps 
thit such transfers shall not interiere 
with the prospects of promotion «nd 
position on the seniority list of the 
telegraphists at the offices to which the 
transfers are sent. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) As the 
result of a genera! falling off in telegraph 
business throughout the country, the 
staff of telegriphists in some towns is 
more than sufficient for the work. The 
officers thus rendered redundant cannot 
be allowed to remain idle; and if they 
cannot be employed on postal work in 
the sume office they must be transferred 
to some other office where work can be 
found for them. The interests of such 
officers are considered as far as possible, 
but I do not consider that any monetary 
compensation is due to them, since they 
are liable to employment wherever they 
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are required ; but they will be allowed 
to retain their seniority, and their actual 
and reasonable removal expenses will be 
paid, It is always the case that circum- 
st inces arising from the exigencies of the 
service may affect f 


and i do not consider that any special 
measures are necessary in the interesis of 
the staff at the places to which the 
officers I have mentioned are transferred. 


Transfer of Telegraphists—Retention of | 


Seniority —Case at Croydon Post Office. 

Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich) : To ask the 
Postmaster-General whether, in view of 
the rule of the postal service that officers 


transferred from cne office to another do | 
not carry their seniority with them, but | 
wre placed at the foot of their class, he | 


will explain why a sorting clerk and 
telegraphist, having been removed from 
the Croydon office seven years ago at his 
own request, has been allowed to return 
and take his place above a number of his 
colleagues; whether he will state what 
steps he proposes to tuke to recompense 
the men for their loss of prospects ; and 
whether it is intended that this action 
will form a precedent. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) The 
officer to whom the hon. Member’s 
Question is understood to refer had been 
promoted to another office from the class 
of sorting clerks and telegraphists at 
Croydon, and has recently been removed 
back to his former position by my 
direction. The case was dealt with on 
its merits, and I do not consider that the 
other members of the class have any 
good ground for complaint. 


County Courts (No. 2) Bill—Date of Second 
Reading. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter- 
bury): To ask Mr. Attorney-General 
whether he can state when the County 
Courts (No. 2) Bill will be brought on for 
the Second Reading, and if he can hold 
out hopes of passing the measure this 
session. 


(Answered by Sir Robert Finlay.) I am 
not yet ina position to name a day for 
the Second Reading of the County Courts 
(No. 2) Bill, and it would be premature 
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favourably or un- | 
favourably the prospcets of the staff; | 
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|for me to express any opinion on the 
question whether it will become law this, 
| session. 
| 
| Vaccination Regulations. 

Str JOHN ROLLESTON (Leicester) ; 
'To ask the President of the Loca! 
| Government Board whether he is aware 
that the recently published opinions o: 
| Dr. S. Monckton Copeman, and of the 
|Commissioners appointed by the Lance! 
‘in 1900 and 1902 to examine the 
various lvmphs on sale in this country, 
| support the view that large murks are 
not an evidence of efficient vaccination 
and that small marks are not an 
evidence of ineflicient vaccination: and 
that the same authorities have shown 
that, in consequence of the modern 
methods of vaccination, it is possible to 
produce the Board’s stipulated area o1 
vesiculation, viz., not less than half « 
square inch, without leaving anything 
like a corresponding area of marks; ani 
whether he proposes to take any steps to 
amend the Board’s Vaccination Order of 
1898 so as to make it more consisten* 
with the latest medical evidence on these 
points. 


(Answered by Mr, Gerald Balfour.) Dr 
{‘opeman informs me that in his opinion 
large scars are not necessarily evidence 
of efficient vaccination, and smal] scars 
are not in themselves evidence of in- 
efficient vaccination, but that usually the 
area of the scar corresponds fuirly closely 
with that of the vesicle which preceded 
it. These opinions do not, as [ am 
advised, render it necessary or desirable 
to amend the Vaccination Order, 1898, 
which does not make the area of the scar 
a criterion of successful vaccination. 


Ventilation of House of Commons during 
Divisions. 
Mr. MOON (St. Pancras, N.): To ask 
‘the hon. Member for Chorley, as repre- 
senting the First Commissioner of Works, 
whether he will consider the expediency 
of giving orders that, frcm the moment 
when a Question is put from the Chair 
for a second time and the challenge of @ 
division is persisted in, the upper 
windows of the Chamber, on both sides. 
be opened and so kept open for at least 
ten minutes. 





_1 
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(Answered by Lord Balcarres.) The 
capacity of the input and extract fans is 
more than sufficient to change the air 
rapidly, if run at full speed when the 
Chamber is cleared for an adjournment 
or division. The First Commissioner is 
quite willing that the windows shall be 
opened occasionally during the sitting. 
but he is unable to promise that this 
shall be done at each division. 


Sale of Foreign Gold and Silver Watches 
in England in Contravention of the 
Law. 

Mr. ARTHURSTANLEY (Lancashire, 
Ormskirk): To ask the Secretary to the 
Board of Trade whether his attention 
has been called to cases in which silver 
and gold watches imported from abroad 
have been sold in England in contraven- 
tion of the law which prevents silver 
uid gold wares being sold in this country 
unless hall-marked; and to cases in 
which watches imported from abroad 
have been sold in England in contraven- 
tion of the law which forbids the sale in 
this country of silver and gold vessels or 
plate of less than a minimum fineness ; 
and whether he will state what action he 
proposes to take in the matter. 


(duswvered by Mr. Bonar Law.) The 
attention of the Board of Trade has been 
called to the circumstances mentioned, 
und they have been in communication 
with the Commissioners of Customs and 
the Goldsmiths’ Company on the subject. 
The Board are informed that the Gold- 
smiths’ Company have commenced an 
action, Which will raise the points re- 
ferred to by the hon, Member. 


Industrial 
the 


Recommendations of the 
Alcohol Committee—Benefit to 
West Indies. 

Mr. LAWRENCE (Liverpool, Aber- 
ctomby): To ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer whether, seeing that if the 
recommendations of the Industrial 
Aleohol Committee are carried out the 
relative positions of the home distiller, 
the colonial distiller, and the foreign 
distiller will remain unchanged, he will 
explain how the West Indies can derive 
substantial benefit, as a surtax will still 
be imposed equally on colonial and 
loreign spirit. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
Distillers 


generally will derive sub- 
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stantial benefit from the encouragement 
that will be given to the consumption of 
alcohol for industrial purp:ses, and the 
West Indian distiller will have the 
Opportunity of sharing in such benefit. 


Yield of Foreign Cigarette Duty. 

Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston): To ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
exchequer how much the additional 
duty of Is. per pound on foreign 
cigarettes imposed last year has yielded 
to the revenue, and how far the yield 
sorresponds with the estimated produc- 
tion of the tax. 


(Answered by Mr, Austen Chamberlain.) 
The amount of revenue yielded by the 
additional duty of 1s. per pound en 
foreign cigarettes from the dute of its 
imposition, 20th April, 1904, to the 31-t 
March, 1905, was £14,651. The estimated 
yield of this additional duty was 
£20,000. 


Athlone Workhouse Disinfecting Chamber 

‘Loan by Local Government Board. 

Mr. SULLIVAN (Westmeath. 8.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary te the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the faet that the 
Irsh Local Government Board now 
state that the disinfecting chamber 
erected in 1895 in the Athlone work- 
house, under the system known as Dr. 
Seott’s Patent Hot Air Disinfecting 
Chamber, and approved by the Board, 
is useless; and whether, seeing that the 
amount of the loan, £175, was then 
granted by the Board fer this purpose, 
he will explain why the Board sanc- 
tioned the loan. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
Board have not stated that this disinfeet- 
ing chamber is useless, but in reply to 
the guardians’ inquiry whether it was 
sufficient for the purpose of disinfecting 
the clothing of smallpox patients they 
stated that such a chamber is not to be 
depended upon, and that disinfection 
after smallpox requires special efficiency. 
The Board understand that disinfection 
by hot air is rapidly falling into disuse. 
Exper‘ence has shown that such disin- 
fection is nct as efficient as disinfection 
by steam, as the hot air does not pene- 
trate the clothing so thoroughly as 








steam. When sanctioning a loan in 
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1895 the Board imposed no conditions 
upon the guardians as to the description 
of disinfector which they should 
obtain. 


Questions. 


Delay in Erection of Labourer’s Cottage 
for Michael Fisher, of Raphoe. 

Mr. McFADDEN (Donegal, E.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that Michael Fisher, of Raphoe, 
county Donegal, applied to the Strabane 
No. 2 Rural District Couneil over six 
years ago t» have a labourer’s cottage 
erected for him under the Labourers 
Acts, and that the dwelling-house he 
then resided in was condemned as unfit 
or human habitation by Mr. Tully, 
Local Government Board inspector; and 
whether the Local Government Board 
will make inquiry as to what is the cause 
of delay on the part of the district council 
in providing the man with a cottage. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) As T ex- 
plained in my reply to the hon. Member’s 
(Juestion of the 24th Marchf, the delay in 
this matter is not due to the 
Government Board. The Board are now 
addressing the district council on the 
subject. 


Rejection of Applications for Erection of 
Labourers’ Cottages by Ballymena 
Rural District Council. 

Mr. CHARLES CRAIG (Antrim, 8.): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will state the 
circumstances which led to the rejection 
of the applications for labourers’ cottages 
presented by John Weir, William Casson, 
John Dewart, and Thomas Young to the 
Ballymena Rural District Council. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) A local 
inquiry was held in this matter, and the 
applications were rejected on the ground 
that there was no necessity for the 
cottages. The inspector found that there 
was an ample number of vacant suitable 
cottages, with gardens attached, to le 
had in the village of Ahoghill. 


Amount spent by Congested Districts 
Board on Cuilmore, Kilfree, and 
Coolavin Divisions. 

Mr. O'DOWD (Sligo, 8.): To ask the 

Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 

of Ireland what amount has been ex- 





+ See (4) Debates, exliii., 1079. 
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pended by the Congested Districts Board 
on the scheduled electoral divisions of 
Cuilmore, Kilfree, and Coolavin, situate 
in Gurteen, county Sligo ; since the Board 
was formed has any grant been recently 
called for by or given to these districts; 
can he give the terms on which the Con. 
gested Districts Board some time ago 
offered a sum for the erection of a bridge 
in Coolavin division; and will he say 
whether that was to be a free grant or 
one to be repaid by the ratepayers, 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
Board has not mide any expenditure in 
the electoral divisions mentioned. On 
29th July, 1903, in response to a res lution 
of the Sligo County Council, the Board 
offered to contribute, as a free grant, 
halt the cost of a proposed bridge over 
the Cut, provided that such contribution 
should not exceed £400, and that steps 
should be taken to avail of the Board’s 
offer within a year. The counties con- 
cerned do not appear to have since come 
to any agreement in the matter. 


Blood Poisoning caused by Insanitary 
Condition of Cootehili Union Infirmary. 

Mr, SLOAN (Belfast, S.): To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that 
cases of blood-poisoning occurred in the 
Cootehill Union Infirmary in January, 
1904, alleged by the medical cfficer and 
inspector to be due to rotten floors and 
want of sanitary accommodation; and 
whether, seel: g that an appeal has bees 
made on behalf of the seven electoral 
divisions in the county for the ne essary 
alterations t» be made, and that Dr. 
Bigg ir was deputed by the Local (overn- 
ment Board to confer with the board of 
guardians, he can say what action, if any, 
has been taken in the matter. 


(Answered by Mr, Walter Long.) Cases 
of septicemia occur.ed in this workhouse 
in January, 1904. The medical officer 
was of opinion that the germs of the dis- 
ease were in the floors and possibly in the 
walls. The Local Government Board’s 
inspector inquired into the matter, and 
reported that it was difficult to find the 
direct and definite cause of the outbreak 
as there are several ways in which infee- 
tion of the kind could be conveved. He 
advised the guardians to make certun 
alterations, and therevpon they decided 
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to obtain an estimate of the cost. No | 


further action has, however, been taken 
by the guardians, but the new board will 
come into office next month, and the 
Local Government Board will urge them 
to take the matter in hand. 


Claremorris Estate. 

Me. JOHN O’DONNELL (Mayo. S.): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord. 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that two clerks in the sub-sheriff’s 
office, county Muyo, applied for parcels of 
the grazing land on the Claremorris 
Estate, recently purchased by the Estates 
Commissioners; that these men never 
held any land on the estate; that they 
are neither farmers nor the sons of 
farmers entitled to come in under the 
Land Act of 1903; that two bailiffs on 
the estate were induced by the clerk Soar 
to accept payment of one year's rent for 
an acre of land on each of their holdings, 
with a view to giving them some pretence 
of a claim for getting parcels of the 
grazing lands; and, if so, whether any 
steps will be taken to prosecute these 
men for attempting to get a grant of 
public money under false pretences. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
states Commissioners have agreed to 
purchase the Claremorris Estate. Messrs. 
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Good and Black, who, the Commissioners 
understand, are clerks in the office of the 
agent, ,jaave applied, as tenants on the 
estate, for parcels of the untenanted land. 
It is, however, alleged that they have 
recently got assignments of smal] hold- 
ings on the estate for the purpose of 
qualifying assuchtenants, The question 
of allotting parcels to these gentlemen 1s 
under the consideration of the Commis- 
sioners, who will inquire into all the 
circumstances. 


Gold Output of the Transvaal—Income- 
Tax paid on Profits. 

Mr. CORRIE GRANT (Warwickshire, 
Rugby): To ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies what was the amount 
of gold raised in the Transvaal, the 
amount distributed in dividends, the 
amount paid to the (Government . as 
income-tax on profits or otherwise by the 
gold mining companies of the Transvaal] 
in each of the three years 1902, 1903, and 
1904. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
The figures are given in the following 
table. The Gold Profit Tax Proclama- 
tion (see page 168 [Cd. 1163]), was passed 
in June, 1902, and the figures are for the 
Transvaal financial years running from 
Ist July to 30th June :— 





Gold raised. | Dividends paid. 


£ £ 
| 10,075,926 | 2,855,626 


1902-5 
| 
| 
| 
| 
} 


| 
103-4 | 14,762,184 


3,718,797 


| 
| 
| 
| 


Six months to | 8,298,435 | Figures 


31st Decem- | not 


| 


ber, 1904. 


received. 





Profit tax. | Other mining revenue. 


116.316 | Prospecting Licences - 279,867 
| Diggers’ Licences - 45,205 

| Mynpacht Dues - 47,105 
Miscellaneous - - 18,223 

343,014 | Prospecting Licences - 287,448 
| Diggers’ Licences = -_—:337,348 
“Mynpacht Dues- —- 20,905 

| Miscellaneous” - - 32,041 

69,427 | Licences and Miscel- 167,833 


laneous Dues. 

















TAT 


I should explain that, owing to the gold 
mining companies frequently making up 
their accounts in December, the greater 
part of the profit tax is paid early in the 
calendar year, and does not therefore 
come in the last six months. With 
regard to the payment of profit tax 
reference should be made to No. 2 in 
[Cd. 2102]. 


Questions. 


Transvaal Constitution--Exclusion of 
British Immigrants. 

Sir JAMES RANKIN (Herefordshire, 
Leominster): To ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether the 
Constitution about to be granted to the 
Transvaal contains any safeguards 
against the exclusion of British emi- 
grants by the colony in the future. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
I would refer my hon. friend to my reply 
to a similar Question by the hon. and 
learned Member for Dundee on the 4th 
instant,t in which I pointed out that any 
legislation relating to immigration would 
be subject to the power of disallowance 
belonging to the Crown. 


Interchange of Students between British 
and Colonial Universities. 


Sir JAMES RANKIN: To 


Secretary of State for the 


ask the 


Colonies 


whether, with a view to facilitate the 
interchange of students between the 


Universities in the United Kingdom and 
in the Colonies, he will take into his 
consideration the desirability of issuing 
f om time to time a circular letter to the 
British Colonies, somewhat after the 
manner of the letter of 27th December, 
1902, sent out by Lord Onslow, enclosing 
memoranda, from any of the Universities 
in the United Kingdom stating their rules 


and regulations for the reception of 
colonial students, and inviting the 
Colonies, on their part, to inform the 


Universities of the United Kingdom and 
the Colonial Office what rules and regula- 
tions are laid down by their Universities 
and technical schools for the reception of 
students from the Universities of the 
United Kingdom. 


(Answered hy Mr, Secretary Lyttelton.) 
The cire ular despatch of 27th December, 


+ See (4) De bates, exly., 915 D, 
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was sent in consequence of a com- 


1902, 
munication received from the Vice- 
Chancellor of the University of Oxtford, 
followed by a conference between repre- 
sentatives of the University and _ the 
representatives of the Colonies. [ shall 
always be glad to give all possible 
assistance in the direction indicated by 
my hon. friend to any University the 
authorities of which may express a desire 
for such action. 


Canada and the Colonial Stock Acts. 

Str ALEXANDER HENDERSON 
(Staffordshire, W.): To ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether he is 
aware that the Provinces of Canada, 
which, along with all Colonies of the 
Crown, at present enjoy the benefits of 
the Colonial Stock Acts of 1877 and 1892, 
are alone deprived by Imperial legislation 
of the benetits of the Colonial Stock Act 
of 1900; and whether, with a view to the 
removal of such disability, His Majesty’s 
Government would be prepared, on the 
motion of the Dominion of Canada, to 
take steps with a view to such amend- 
ment of the British North American Act 
as would confer upon the King in 
Council, as well as upon the Governor- 
General in Council, the right of dis- 
allowance of Bills assented to by the 
Lieutenant-Governors of the Provinces 
of Canada, whereby the Provinces of 
Canada might be enabled to enjoy the 
benetits of the Colonial Stock Act of 
1900. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
I have received no communication from 
the Canadian Government on this subject, 
and am not prepared to say what action 
His Majesty's Government might be 
prepared to take in the hypothetical case 
referred to by my hon. friend. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Naval Mock Courts-Martial — Case om 
H.M.S. ‘ Kent.” 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 5.) : 

I beg to ask the Secretary to the Admir- 

alty whether he has any statement to 

make with reference to the case of a 

midshipman on H.M.S. “ Kent,” who, 
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having been sentenced by a mock Court- 
martial to be flogged, defended himself 
with a revolver; whether the commander 
of H.M.S. ‘‘ Kent” or the other officers 
on board were aware of the treatment of 
this midshipman by his associates; and 
what steps were taken to protect him ; 
who was the president of this mock Court- 
martial; and whether flogging with the 
flat of a dirk is the usual penalty inflicted 
by these mock Courts-martial; and 
whether the Admiralty authorities intend 
to take steps to put an end to such treat- 
ment on the King’s ships. 


Tue SECRETARY to tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. PreryMan, Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge): In September, 1905, it came to 
the knowledge of the Admiralty that in a 
ship in the Channel Fleet there was a prac- 
tice of private punishment in the gun 
room, Orders were immediately issued 
that this system must be at once put 
down, and a circular letter was addressed 
to all commanders-in-chief forbidding 
such a practice, and desiring that com- 
manding officers of His Majesty’s ships 
might have their grave responsibility in 
the matter impressed upon them. For 
the intervening eighteen monthsno further 
case has come to the knowledge of the 
Admiralty. On the evening of the 2nd 
instant, however, a midshipman of the 
“Kent” who was about to receive a 
caning from the senior midshipman, fired 
a teyolver at him. The Admiralty,’on 
receiving the report of the Rear Admiral 
commanding the First Cruiser Squadron 
and that of the Court of Inquiry, decided 
at once to supersede the captain of the 
“Kent”? and to place him on half pay; 
and the others concerned were suitably 
dealt with. A further circular letter has 
now been issued to the Fleet making it 
perfectly clear that the Admiralty are 
determined that this practice shall cease. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: And what 
has become of the boy who saved him- 
self from outrage by firing the revolver ? 
I hope he is not to be punished. 


Mr. PRETYMAN: The boy has been 
withdrawn from the Navy by his parents. 


Mr. BRIGHT (Shropshire, Oswestry) : 
Tn view of the great gravity of the ques- 
tion, will the hon. Gentleman appoint! a 
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Committee to inquire into the question 
of flogging in the Navy ? 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL : I shall bring 
this up later on. 


Naval Cadetships. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: [keg to ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty by whom 
are nominations to compete for cadet- 
ships with a view to obtaining com- 
missions in the Royal Navy conferred ; 
on what principle is the practice of 
nomination based; and why is not 
admission to the position of commissioned 
officer in the Royal Navy open to public 
competition instead of being closed to 
boys whose parents and friends cannot 


exert sufficient influence to procure 
nominations. 
Mr. PRETYMAN: Nominations of 


candidates for naval cadetships are 
made by the First Lord of the Admiralty, 
and to a limited extent by other 
members of the Board and certain 
naval officers holding high commands. 
The principle on which the practice is 
based, under the new system of entry, is 
fully described in the Papers presented 
to Parliament this year and last (Cd. 
1962-04 and Cd. 2450-05), which show 
the care taken to ensure that the best 
boys are chosen and in the fairest 
possible way. 


Premature Publication of Parliamentary 
apers, 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg to 
ask the Financial Secretary to the War 
Office on what date Paper (Cd. 2433), 
Return of Stores and Supplies destroyed 
locally, was sent to the printers; on 
what date was it published; and if he 
will explain why this Paper was 
published in the London papers three or 
four days before being available for 
Members of this House. It is a growing 
praciice thus to ignore the Members of 
the House. 


THe FINANCIAL 
THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. Bromtzy 
Davenport, Cheshire, Macclestield) : 
This Paper was sent for printing on the 
llth inst., and was circulated to the 
Vote Office on the 15th inst. The 
distribution to Members of Parliament 
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and to the Press is not a matter with 
which the War Office is concerned, and I 
am not therefore in a position to reply to 
the rest of the hon. Member’s Question. 


Mr. FLYNN: How is it it was 
published in Saturday’s papers and we did 
not get it till Tuesday ? 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: I 


cannot say. 


Mr. REDDY (King’s County, 
Then read The Times. 


Birr) : 


Royal Military College, Sandhurst, 


Examinations. 
Mr. SEYMOUR ORMSBY-GORE 
(Lincolnshire, Gainsborough): I beg to 


ask the Secretary of State for War if he 
will state the reison why boys who do 
not get a leaving certificate on leaving 
their public school, and who, having 
passed their preliminary examination for 
the Royal Military College, Sandhurst. 
fail in the further examination. 
be required to ayain pass the preliminary 
or qualifying examination, 


*Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: The 
question of the relative value oi leaving 
and qualifying certificates is not at 
present definitely settled, but is under 
the consideration of the Army Council. 


Militia Service Abroad. 

Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN (Kent, 
Tunbridge): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether he will grant 
the Return relating to Militia Service 
Abroad during the South African War, 
of which notice stands upon to-day’s 
Paper. 


*Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: Tam 
prepared to give a Return containing 
such information as is available. As 
regards the 4th and Sth Sections of the 
Return, there is no record containing 
the information required. 


The Return referred to is as follows :— 

Militia (Service outside United King- 
dom), Address for Return showing— 

(1) The number of Militia units and 
the number of officers and men serving 
in the Militia on the Ist day of January, 
1900. 
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(2) The number of Militia units and 
the number of officers and men, exelud- 
ing the Militia Reserve, who served 
outside the United Kingdom at any 
time between October, 1899, and June, 
1902, distinguishing those who served 
(a) in South Africa; (b) at Mediter- 
ranean or other stations outside the 
United Kingdom, 

(5) The number of Militia 
who served in South Africa. 

(4) The number of Militia units which 
volunteered for service outside the 
United Kingdom during the South 
African War, but whose services were 
not accepted. 

(5) The number of Militia units and 
the number of Militia officers and men 
who are known to have refused to 
volunteer for service outside the United 
Kingdom when asked to do so, 


teserve 


Unpaid Learners in the Post Office. 

Mr. EDWARD MITCHELL (Fer- 
managh, N.): I beg to <sk the Post. 
master-General whether he can. state 
the number of unpaid learners employed 
in the postal service who have passed 
the Civil Service Competitive Hxamina- 
tions, together with their average service ; 
whether he is aware that two learners at 
the Enniskillen office with fifteen 
months service have received no pay, 
and that youths in the Enniskillen district 
with four years service are still waiting 
appointments. 


THe POSTMASTER - GENERAL 
(Lord Sran.Ey, Lancashire, West- 
noughton): IT will make inquiry and 


communicate with the hon. Member. 


The National Telephone Agreement. 

Mr. CORRIE GRANT (Warwickshire, 
Rugby) asked if the Postmaster-General 
was prepared to accept his Amendment 
to the Motion regarding the National 
Telephone Agreement Committee with a 
the Committee to 
how far the intere-ts of the 
National Telephone Company’s — em- 
ployees were safeguarded. 


Lorp STANLEY: I have always said 
[ wished these employees to have an 
opportunity of expressing their views 


before the Committee, and I was under 








2 
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the belief that the reference would 
enable that to be done, but as there 
appears to be some doubt on the subject, 
I have no hesitation in accepting the 
Amendment. 


County Councils and Education 
Expenditure. 

Si JAMES RANKIN (Herefordshire, 
Leominster): I beg to ask the President 
of the Local Government Board whether, 
having in view Section 18 (1) (c) of the 
Education Act, 1902, when a county 
council! has paid either the whole or a 
part of the expenses incurred by them in 
respect of capital expenditure or rent, on 
account of the provision or improvement 
of anv public elementary school, out of 
the county rate, and has charged a half or 
three-quarters of such expenses incurred 
by them in respect of capital expenditure 
o¢ rent upon the pari h or parishes which 
in the opinion of the council are served by 
the achool, it has been the practice of 
the Local Government Board auditor to 
allow such an arrangement. 


Taz PRESIDENT or rae LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. GreraLp 
BaLrour, Leeds, Central): With one 
exception no case has been brought to 
my notice in which a district auditor has 
allowed as a charge on a parish under the 
enactment mentioned in the Question a 
portion of the expenses incurred in 
respect of the provision or improvement 
of aschool, in so far as the cost of the 
work has been defrayed out of current 
rates andnotoutofaloan. Inthe casein 
which the auditor allowed the charge, he 
suggested in his report to the county 
council! that the education committee 
shoul! consider the matter carefully and 
ende:vour to get a definite ruling upon 
the meaning of the section befo e making 
further charges of the description 
teferred to. I may add that I am not 
aware that any doubt has been felt that 
the enaetment applies to the rent of a 
school paid ont of current rates. 


Swine Fever in Ireland—Removal Orders. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.): 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Agriculture whether he is yet in a 
position to repeal the Swine Removal 
Order so far as Ireland is concerned; 
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whether he is keeping in correspondence 
with the Irish Department as to the pro- 
gress of the disease in Ireland; and when 
he hopes to be in a position to act in the 
matter. 


*Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
oF AGRICULTURE (Mr. Aitwyn 
FetLoweEs, Huntingdonshire, Ramsey) 
As I stated in reply to a Question 
by the hon. Member on the 18th 
April,f I cannot under existing circum- 
stances hold out a hope of the 
relaxation of the Order at present. The 
reports we receive go to show that it is 
working smoothly and well, and _ it 
appears to afford the necessary pro- 
tection against the introduction of 
disease into Great Britain with a minimum 
of lors and inconvenience to those con- 
cerned. The returns of the number oi 
outbreaks of disease in Ireland are care- 
fully examined by the Board week by 
week, but no further correspondence ha: 
been necessary. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that in many dis- 
tricts no inspection at all is carried out / 


*Mr. AILWYN FELLOWES: I have 
not heard it. 


Mr. FLAVIN: I can assure the right 
hon. Gentleman it is So. 


Light Railways. 

Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN : I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Board of 
Trade if he can state how many light 
railways have been authorised to be con- 
structed under the Light Railways Act, 
how many have actually beenconstructed, 
what is the annual cost of the Light 
Railway Commission, and whether it is 
proposed to renew the Act or to allow it 
to terminate, 


THe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY ro tHe BOARD or TRADE (Mr. 
Bonar Law, Glasgow, Blackfriars): The 
length of Imes authorised as light rail- 
ways under the Light Railways Act up to 
the present date is 1,567 miles, and 429 
miles have been constructed and opened 
for traffic. The cost of the Light Railway 
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Commission in the financial year 1903-4 
was £3,647, and from the commencement 
of;the Act to the end of that year was 
£29,991. Some additional expense is 
incurred by the Board of Trade in deal- 
irg with Orders made and submitted to 
them. The total amount received in fees 
under the Act to the 3lst March, 1904, 
was £22,750. Proposals for amending 
and continuing the Act are now before 
this House, 


Questions. 


Law Officers’ Fees. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax): I beg | 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury | 
what were the total fees paid to Mr. 
Attorney-General in respect of the Vene- 
zuelan Claims Arbitration and the British 
Guiana Arbitration, and to Mr. Solicitor- 
General in the cases Rex v. Osborn and 
others and Rex v. Hooley and Lawson ; 
on whose advice were proceedings in- 
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1904-5, and the fees in the Britich 
Guiana Arbitration were paid from the 
Foreign Office Votes for 1903-4 and 
1904-5. The fees paid to the Solicitor. 
General in Rex v. Osborn and others 
and Rex +. Hooley and Lawson were 
paid from the Vote for Law ( harges, 
England. All fees paid to the Law 
Officers are shown in the Statement 
appended to the Appropriation Account 
for Law Charges. 


Mr. WHITLEY: DoT understand that 
the Law Officers advise proceedings in the 
cases in which they subsequently draw 
fees ? 

[No Answer was returned. | 


Mr. WHITLEY: ThenT take 


Answer is in the affirmative. 


it the 


Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN (Galway): | 





stituted in the two last-named cases, 
and where do the amounts for these and | 
other Law Officers’ fees appear on the | 
estimates. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY or 
yHe TREASURY (Mr. Vicror CAaven- | 
pisH, Derbyshire, W.): The total fees 
paid to the — eral in the 
Venezuelan and British Guiana Arbitra- 
tions respectively were :— 


£ 8. 


Venezuela, 1904-5 - - 1,736 4 6 
1903-4 - 2,124 0 0} 
British Guiana 1 1904-5 - 71412 0 


2,858 12 0 
The total fees paid to the Solicitor- 
General in Rex v. Osborn and others and 
Rex v. Hooley and Lawson, respectively, 
were i—- 
£ s. d, 
596 18 6 


2ex v. Osborn and others - 


Rex v. Hooley and Law- 
son . - ° ° 
Rex v. Lawson (Court for 
Crown Cases Reserved) - 


1,033 19 3 


53 9 O 


1,087 8 3 
These proceedings were instituted by the 
-directions of the Attorney-General. The 
fees in the Venezuelan Arbitration were 
paid from the Foreign ,Office Vote for 


| Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN: 


beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
if he will state the total amounts of 
salary, fees, refreshers, and every other 
\ consideration paid out ‘of the Treasury to 
| Mr. Attorney-General and Mr. Solicitor- 
|General during the two years ending 
May 15th, 1905. 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: The in- 
|formation desired by the hon. Member 
“will be found up to March 31st. last 
‘in the reply I gave on May &tht to the 
‘hon. Member for the South Molton 
| Division of Devonshire. I fear that it is 
— | impractical to give details for broken 
| periods of a year. 


But I have 
asked for information to May 15th. 

Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: It is 
impossible to give that yet. 


Government Parliamentary Agents.— 
Messrs. Bircham & Co. 

Mr. BENN (Devonport): I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury the date 
and nature of the appointment of Mr. 
Bonner Maurice, of the firm of Messrs. 
Bircham and Co., Parliamentary Agents, 
and the emonnt of his emoluments for 
services rendered to the Government. 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: Mr. 
Bonner Maurice was appointed on 
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November 11th last as one of the Parlia- 
mentary Agents for the Government for 
the current session. 
enoluments depends upon the work done 
during the session and cannot be stated 
at present. 


Lake Erne. 

Me. JORDAN (Fermanagh, 8.): T beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether he is aware that the bed and 
soil of Lake Erne surrounding the town 
of Enniskillen are claimed to be the 
property of Lord Enniskillen, and are 
also claimed by the Commissioners of 
Woods (Dublin Office) to be the property 
of the Crown, and that the ownership has 
veen the subject of correspondence for 
some time past between the parties ; and 
whether, seeing that the Urban Council 
of Enniskillen is being retarded by this 
difference in carrying out a_ projected 
scheme of sanitation and roadway, he 
will state what decision, if any, has been 
arrived at between the claimants. 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: The 
matter is under investigation and a 


decision will be come to as soon as 


possible. 


iverpool Court of Passage. 

Mr. HARMOOD- BANNER (Liverpool, 
Everton): I beg to ask Mr. Attorney- 
General whether, in the event of the 
County Courts (No. 2) Bill becoming law 
and rules being framed under Section 6, 
extending the cases in which judgment 
may be entered up summarily against a 


defendant, he intends to grant similar | 
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Commissioner of Works, whether he is 
aware that rabbits are being exterminated 
in Richmond Park by being entrapped 
by gins where they are sometimes kept 
in agony for hours suffering from muti- 
lation; and whether he can take steps 
to effect the extermination of the rabbits 
in a more humane manner. 


Lorp BALCARRES — (Lancashire, 
Chorley): The rabbits are being trapped 
as being the most effective manner of 
reducing their excessive numbers. All 
trapping must inflict pain on the animal ; 
every effort is made to reduce this to a 
minimum by frequent visits to the traps. 


Higher Grade Secondary School Fees at 
Stockton-on-Tees. 

Me. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr 
Tydvil): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Board of Education whether his 
Department still adheres to its decision 
to compel the Stockton-on-Tees educa- 
tional authority to increase the fees 
charged in the higher grade secondary 
school from Sd. per week to £3 pir 
annum per scholar as a condition to 
continuing the Government grant; and 
whether, seeing that the educational 
authority has protested against this 
decision, which would practically debar 
the children of the working class from 
benefiting from the existence of this 
school, he will state under what authority 
the Department is seeking to compel a 
local education authority to increase the 
fe’s charged in the school which is 
supported from the rates. 


powers by rule to the Liverpoo. Court of | 


Passage, pursuant to the Liverpool Court | 
of Passage Acts, 1893 and 18%6, and the | 


recommendations of the Borough Courts 
Committee. 


THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL 
Robert Frnuay, Inverness Burghs): 
This is not a matter which rests with 
me. [ have communicated in the 
proper quarter the views of the hon. 
Member, and I have no doubt they will 
receive every consideration. 


Richmond Park Rabbits. 

Mr. SKEWES-COX (Surrey, Kings- 
ton): I beg to ask the hon. Member for 
Uhorley, as representing the First 

VOL. CXLVI. [Fourrn Serizs.] 


(Sir | 


THe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
| TARY vo tHe BOARD or EDUCA- 
TION (Sir Wittram Anson, Oxford 


University): A special investigation is 
now being made into the conditions of 
the three secondary schools at Stockton- 
on-Tees. Until this is completed I am 
/unable to give a specific Answer to the 
Question, but I will inform the hon. 
Member as soon as possible of the 
_decision of the Board. The Board are 
| not concerned with the requirement of a 
| fee as such, but are bound to make such 
| requirements as they consider necessary 
|to secure the financial stability of the 
| school before recognising it as eligible 
' for grants. 
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Estates Commissioners—Enlargement of 
Holdings and Evicted Tenants. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to) 
ask Mr. Attorney-General for Ireland 
whether any farms or the interest | 
in any freehold or fee-simple farms | 
have been purchased so far by the | 
Estates Commissioners for the pur: | 
poses of enlarging holdings or finding | 
equivalent houses for evicted tenants; | 
end whether, in cases where no un- 
tenanted land is for sale or possible to 
obtain in a district, he will consider the 
advisability of extending the powers of 
the Estates Commissioners to enable them 
io buy in large grazing farms for this 
pJrpose. 

























Questions. 





THe ATTORNEY-GENERAL ror) 
IRELAND (Mr. ArKrnson, Londonderry, | 
N.): T am not quite certain that [| 
understand the Question. The 
Commissioners have not any power to 
buy land from a person whose interest 1s 
less than that of a limited owner within 
the meaning of the Act. They have 
no p wer to purchase under the Land 
Purchase Acts the interests of tenants 
entitled to lesser interests. Where the 
owner purchases the tenant-right of his 
tenant, he can, of course, sell the farm 
as unienanted land to the Commissioners ; 
and applications to purchase such lands 
have, I understand, been made or are | 
about to be made to the Commissioners. 
I do not think any additiona! powers are 
required to carry out the policy oi the 
Act. 


Ny +h 4 | 
Estates | 


Turf Rearing at Inny Junction. 

Me. J. P. FARRELL: [ beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Licu- 
tenant of Ireland if he will state the cost 
of the operations undertaken by the 
Board of Agriculture at [nny Junction 
for the rearing of turf; how much of the 
crop was sold; what sum was realised in 
respect of the sale; and whether it is 
proposed to continue the experiment this 
year. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Watrer Lone, Bristol, 
8.): Thecost was about £1,150, exclusive 
of the cost of Departmental direction. 
No produce was sold, as there were no 
facilities for putting the turf on rail. 
The experiment is being continued this 
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| year, ard a railway siding and loading 
| bank are being constructed. 


Education in Collooney District, 

Mr. OVOWD (Sligo, S.): 1 beg ty 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord. 
Lievtenant of Ireland whether he has 
received copy of a resolution adopted 
recently at a meeting of clergy and laity 
held in Luawarry, Collooney, county 
Sligo, in reference to tie educational 
wants of the district; and, if so, what 
action he proposes to take in :egard to it. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I have ip- 
formed the hon. Member that if he will 
send mea copy of the resolution I will 
inquire into the matter. 


Kilross Evicted Farm. 

Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, 8.): 1 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that negotiations have been in 
progress for six months between the 
Estates Commissioners and (ount Moore 
for the purchase of the evicted farm oj 
the late Mr. Matthew Mooney, at Kilross, 
near Tipperary; and that two inspections 
have been made; and if he will state 
whether the Commissioners have as yet 
completed the purchase; anc, if not, 
what is the cause of the delay. 

Mr. WALTER LONG: The facts 
stated. The negotiations for 
purchase have not vet concluded owing 
to the owner’s absence abroad. 


as 


Mr. CULLINAN: I understand the 
agent has no authority to act. Will the 
right hon. Gentleman inquire into that! 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I will bring 
the complaint of the hon. Member to the 
notice of the Commissioners. 


Sir Edmund Hayes Estate. County 
Donegal. 

Mr. McFADDEN (Donegal, E.): [beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord: 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he } 
aware that on the sale by Sir Edmund 
Hayes of his estate to his tenants in the 
county of Donegal, some nine or te! 
evicted tenants were restored by him to 
their holdings, and on their restoratio! 





signed agreements for purchase under the 
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Land Act of 1903; that the landlord’s 
agent has been informed by the Estates 
Commisstoners that the first half-year’s 
interest on the purchase money will not 
be collected through the Land Commis- 
sion; that the evicted tenants should not 
have been restored until the advances 
had been sanctioned; and that the agent 
may collect the interest in whatever 
manner he chooses: and whether, in view 
of the effect of this ruling of the Com- 
missioners. if persisted in, upon the 
voluntary and immediate restoration by 
landlords of evicted tenants to their 
holdings for purposes of sale under the 
Land Act, instructions will be given to 
the Commissioners to withdraw this 
ruling, 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Section 35 of 
the Act of 1896, which empowers the 
Land Commission to collect, from the 
‘enant of a holding, interest i: lieu of 
rent from the date of the agreement for 
the purchase of the holding up to the 
date of the advance, does not apply to 
the agreements for “parcels,” and the 
Land Commission have no jurisdiction to 
collect or recover interest which may, by 


agreement between the vendor and the 
purchaser, be pavable. There is nothing 


before the Land Commission to show 
that the persons referred to are in occupa- 
tion of their plots, but even assuming 
that they are, the agreements for purchase 
of “parcels” only provide for collection 
of interest from the date of advance 
until the purchase annuity commences. 


Irish Language in Irish Schools. 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL (Armagh, 8.) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
can state the number of schools examined 
in Irish as an extra during the period from 
lst January, 1905, to 31st March, 1905, 
upon which the inspector of Trish and the 
ordinary inspector reported favourably ; 
whether payment has been delayed in 
some cases; and, if so, what: has been the 
ciuse of the delay; and when the fees 
will be paid. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The number 
was 259. Payment was delayed in some 
cases as a result of steps taken for the 
adoption of a uniform school year ending 
Juae 30th. The fees have now been 
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paid in most cases, and the remainder are 
in process of payment. 


Aughrim Parish Priest and the Police. 

Mr. ROCHE (Galway, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of freland whether he is aware 
that on the 2nd Apr:l Constable Fitz- 
gerald, stationed at Aughrim. county 
Galway, used threatening and insulting 
language on the public road toward the 
Rev, Father Coghlan, pr est of the parish : 
whether, in the interest of the peace of 
the district, he will have him removed to 
some other district; and whether it 1s 
the practice of the constabulary authori- 
ties to leave constables stationed in the 
parish where they have married a parish- 
ioner; and, if not, why has this constable 
been retained in Aughrim. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: A complaint 
to the effect stated was received by the 
Inspector-General, who found, on inquiry, 
that on the date in question the rev. 
gentleman, when publicly reading a list 
of subscriptions received from his par- 
ishioners, announced that the constable 
had not subscribed. The constable, who 
asserts that he had subscribed £1, subse- 
quently met the rev. gentleman and 
spoke to him on the subject: but he 
emphatically denies having used the 
language attributed to him. On th» 
contrary, he complains of the clergyman’s 
language towards him. The matter doves 
not call for any interference on the part 
of the Government. The regulations 
provide that a constable shall not be 
stationed in a county in which he or his 
wife have relatives. That provision has 
not been contravened in this case, and it 
is not proposed to remove the constable. 


Mr. ROCHE: As there is evidently a 
conflict of testimony will the right 
hon. Gentleman grant a sworn inquiry. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Certainly not, 
but if the hon. Member has any evidence 
he can furnish me with, I will look into 
it. 


Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, 8.): oes the 
right hon. Gentleman intend to take anv 
action with regard to the language used 
by the priest ? 

[No Answer was returned. ] 

2 E 2 
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Malicious Injury Claims at Galway Quar-, Malicious Injuries in County Galway. 
rae en | Mr. CHARLES CRAIG: I beg to ask 
‘ i . ° a) e 
Mr. CHARLES CRAIG (Antrim, S.):| the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu. 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the | tenant of Ireland whether he is awate 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if his atten-! that a new wooden gate and 100 yards 
. } ae r | : a - US 
tion has been called to the list of | of new fencing were pulled down and 
malicious injury claims for which damages | gestroyed on the farm of Patrick 
were awarded at Gort (county Galway) (ostelloe, at Ballymacward, county 
Quarter Sessions on 26th April last, | Galway ; and that on this farm 500 yards 
which included one tor cutting a boat) of stone wall were knocked down a few 
adrift from her moorings, four for pulling | weeks ago, for which £50 was awarded as 
down stone walls surrounding grazing | damages for malicious injury; and, if 0, 
farms, one for cutting the tails off cattle, | will he say what action he proposes to 
and two for burning hay ; whether he is prevent the recurrence of — similar 
aware that there were also a number of | damage. 
similar claims at the Quarter Sessions 
Courts at Ballinasloe, Portumna, Galway, 
and Tuam; and whether these outrages | , 
ies abe facts are substantially as stated, save 
were of an agrarian nature, and what Sit th cues at sane 
° ° é > almoun Cc NS é 
steps the Government is taking to deal | ' . a 
: w= i | awarded was £34, not £50. The later of 
with this class of crime in Galway. : 
these offences was committed on the 4th 


2 | of last month, and since that date a force 
7 n PL oO Sia. | Oats , : 
Mr. W ALTER LONG : Yi S, Ol 5 my of tweity extra police has been sent to 


ee has been directed Po the the district concerned, namely, Athenry, 
number of cases in which claims for com- Every effort has been made by me, and 
pensation veasaall made at the i recent will continue to be made, to prevent the 
eee eee SS the county of Galway. | occurrence of outrage and to protect the 
Fifteen such claims were made, ard property of eliailia De 

compensation was awarded in each case. : 
In two cases, however, appeals have | 

heen lodged. I may point out that) Land Purchase in County Limerick. 
there were no cases of cutting the tails) Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.): I beg 
off cattle, but that there were two cases | to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
in which the hair was removed from the | Lieutenant of Ireland is he aware that 
tils. Of the fifteen outrages, eleven negotiations for sale to the tenants were, 
were of an agrarian character. A con-| some time since, almost brought to a 
siderable force of additional police has conclusion on the estate of Mr. Adam 
heen drafted into the county for the pro- | Stafford Delmege, Garryspillane, Knock- 
tection of the person and property of in- | long, county Limerick ; that the tenants 
dividuals, and a marked improvement in| wanted that the untenanted lands on 
the condition of affairs has, I am glad to the estate should be sold through the 
say, since manifested itself throughout | Estates Commissioners to the labourers 
the entire county. and tenants renting uneconomic holdings; 
and that a tenant, named Edmond 
Mr. CHARLES CRAIG: Have the Murphy, of Ballingarry, has been pro- 
police been able to bring anyone to | cessed for rent due only six days because 
justice ? he refused to sign purchase agreements, 
although at the same time he owed only 
Mr. WALTER LONG: I must ask for | a half year’s rent and the running gale; 
notice of that. 'and will he take any steps to prevent 

further proceedings against Murphy. 

Mr. KILBRIDE (Kildare, 8.): Were 
any of the constables in this district ever! Mr. WALTER LONG: An application 
under the charge of ex-Sergeant Sheri- for the sale of a portion of this estate 
dan, who knows more about cattle) has been received by the Commissionei, 
maiming than anybody else ? but no agreement lor purchase has beet 
lodged by Edmond Murphy, and no un 
‘tenanted lands were comprived in the 





Mr. WALTER LONG: Yes, Sir; the 


[No Answer was returned,] 
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application. I have no information as 
to proceedings taken against Murphy, 
nor have I any power to intervene in any 
case of the exercise of legal rights by a 
landlord. 


Portavogie Disaster. 

Mr. T. L. CORBETT (Down, N.): 
[beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
now ina position to make any statement 
as to the possibility of a Government 
stant to assist the fishermen who are 
sufferers from the recent disaster at 
Portavogie. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Depart- 
ment of Agriculture and Technical In- 
struction were asked by me to make 
special inquiry into the circumstances 
attending the disaster referred to, which 
had been brought before m2 by my hon. 
friend and by a deputation from the 
locality. Their report shows that there 
are some circumstances of an exceptional 
character, which enable a contribution to 
be made towards the expense of repairing 
the damaged boats without creating a 
precedent which would cause a larger 
demand than could properly be met by 
the limited funds available for all pur- 
poses of sea fisheries. 


Land Commission Rules. 

Mr. WILLIAM MOORE (Antrim, N.) : 
[beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if he can state 
when the codified rules of the Land 
Commiss‘on now in preparation will be 
issued. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The new code 
of rules is being prepared with all possible 
despatch, but the date of issue cannot 


vet be fixed. 


Athenry Police Force. 


Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland what are the 
eicumstances under which an _ extra 
fotee of constabulary has been drafted 
into the district of Athenry, county 
Galway. 


Mr. REDDY: Has the hon. Member 


got histinformation from Lord. Ashtown ¢ 
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Mr. WALTER LONG: A system of 
boycotting and intimidation directed 
against the holders of grazing farms has 
been in existence for some time past in 
the Athenry and other districts of the 
county Galway. The reletting of grazing 
farms on the eleven months system 
usually takes place about May Ist, and 
on the approach of this date. intimidation 
Was exercised against these persons in 
order to compel them not to renew their 
grazing contracts. A number of outrages 
were a'so committed in furtherance of 
this movement, and, in the circumstances, 
it was vonsidered necessary to augment 
tha police force stationed in Athenry and 
other disturbed areas. 


Irish Dried Milk Industry. 

Mr. JOYCE (Limerick): I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieuten- 
ant of Ireland whether his attention has 
been called te the new industry of dried 
milk started in Ireland about a year 
since ; and whether, seeing that at present 
the rate for French dried milk from 
Louviers vii Paris, Dieppe, and New- 
haven to London is only 303s. per ton, 
while from Limerick te London it is 
47s. 6d., he will consult with the English 
Board of Agriculture with the view to 
some remedy being applied to this dis- 
advantage under which the Irish trade 
sufiers. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: A complaint 
has been made to the Department in this 
matter and is under investigation. 


Delays in Delivery of Limerick Butter. 

Mr. JOYCE: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he will have inquiries made 
as to the cause of the delay in the de- 
livery of a consignment of five cwts. 
of butter, sent from Limerick on May the 
9th to John Thomas, Taffs Well, via 
Cardiff, and not delivered up to Saturday 
the 13th; and will he say what steps he 
intends to take to deal with such cases 
of railway neglect. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Depart- 
ment have received a complaint in this 
matter, and are Inquiring into it. 

Mr. JOYCE: I hope this inquiry will 
bear fruit. Personally I am sick of in- 
quiries. 





TC 
Irish Local Government Board Auditors 
Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, S.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state how many of the Local Government 
Board auditors in Ireland were previously 
accountants, or held or hold any certificate 
from the Institute of Chartered Ac- 
countants or any kindred body. 


Questions. 


Mr. WALTER LONG : As I informed 
the hon. Member on I'uesday last,} ten out 
of the seventeen auditors were accountants 
prior to appointment, in the sense that 
they had experience of public accounts. 
Only one, however, holds a certificate as 
accountant. 


Constable Masterson, R.I.C. 

Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, 
Ossory): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he can state if Constable Masterson, 
oyal Irish Constabulary, Mountmellick, 
who has been returned for trial to the 
next assizes in (Jueen’s County on a charge 
of assault preferred against him by a man 
named Carroll, and which is alleged to 
have been committed at Somergrove, near 
Mountmellick, and who is at present at 
liberty under a rule of bail, is. still 
discharging duty as a peace officer in 
Mountmelick. 


LONG: Constable 
suspended from 


Me. WALTER 
Masterson has been 
duty since May 2nd. 


Lord Dunraven'’s Croom Estate. 

Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 
W.): IT beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if he can 
state whether the Kstates Commissioners 
have received any communication from 
the agent of Lord Dunraven with a view 
toa sale of the houses in the town of 
Croom, in the county of Limerick, to the 
town tenants; and whether, having 
regard to the fact that Lord Dunraven 
has arranged to sell the agricultural and 
pastoral part of the estate to the tenants 
thereof through the Estates Commis- 
sioners, and is willing to sell to the 
Croom town tenants the houses in their 
‘ occupation, and also having regard to 
the fact that these tenants are anxious 


t See page 48. 
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to buy same under The Land Act, 1903, 
ata price to be fixed by arbitration, the 
Estates Commissioners will take steps to 
purchase the same with a view to resale 
to these tenants. 


Questions. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: ‘The applica- 
tion for sale in respect of this estate does 
not include the town of Croom, and th 
Commissioners cannot trace any corres: 
pondence with the agent on the subject. 
The question whether the Commissioners 
can, under the Land Purchase Acts, buy 
and resell to the tenants houses situate 
in towns, is one for the determination 0! 
the Commissioners, instructed by and 
subject to the review of Mr. Justice 
Meredith. I understand that a case in 
which this point is raised is at present 
before the learned Judge. 


Kerry Evicted Tenant -Mr. Daniel 

asey- 

Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland what is the cause 
of the delay in rendering assistance to 
Mr. Daniel Casey, a reinstated evicted 
tenant on the Coltsminn Estate, county 
Kerry, about whose circumstances the 
Estates Commissioners are fully informed 
for over a year at least. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Commis- 
sioners are not vet in a position to 
sanction the advances for the sale of thi 
estate, and in the meantime they are 
unable to make the grant recommended 
in the case of Daniel Casey. It 1s, 
however, anticipated that the advances 
will shortly be sanctioned. 


Constable Reddy, R.I.C. 

Mr. DELANY : I beg to ask the Chiet 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland can he say what was the result of 
the recent investigation held at Mount- 
mellick by order of the Inspector-General 
of Constabulary into the charge made 
against Constable Reddy of using 
offensive and insulting expressioDs 
towards respectable residents of the 
town; and whether, seeing that this 
policeman was obliged to make a public 
apology before the County Court Judge 
at Mountmellick within the past twelve 
months, in a case in which he was charged 
assaulting and using insulting 
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language towards a resident in the town 
(which offence was alleged to have been 
committed outside complainant’s door), 
he proposes that the services of Constable 
Reddy should be retained in Mount- 
mellick. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I have received 
a report on this case, but have not yet 
had time to look into it. I would ask 


the hon. Member to kindly postpone the 
Question for a few days. 


Irish Development Grant. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, FE.) : I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland when the Report 
of the Lord-Lieutenant on the Develop- 
ment (rant will be laid upon the Table. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Report 
for 1904-5 is now under consideration, 
and will be laid on the Table in the 
course ct a few days 


Me. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
Joes the right hon, Gentleman propose 
to submit a revised Estimate of the Irish 
Development Grant. 

Mr. WALTER LONG: Yes. 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND: What is the 


cause of the delay in submitting it ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I am afraid 
the reason is to be found in the necessity 
of examining the Estimates personally. 
[am dealing with each application as 
rapidly as I can. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman use his influence 
with the Prime Minister to give us a day 
for the discussion of the revised Estimate ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I will do my 
best to secure an adequate opportunity. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I do not 
Mean an ordinary Irish Supply day, but 
a special day. 


Cushendall Water Supply. 

Mr. O'NEILL (Antrim, Mid.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland what steps the 
Local Government Board of Ireland are 
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taking, or intend to tike, to enforce the 
carrying out of the sealed Order, dated 
May 15th, 1903, which ordered the Rural 
District Council of Ba!lyeastle, in the 
county of Antrim, to provide a supply 
of wholesome water and proper sewerage 
for the village of Cushendall in their 
district, this Order having been made 
after an inquiry instituted by the Local 
Government Board, the result of which 
condemnation of the sanitary 
arrangements of Cushendall. 


was a 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The delay in 
this case has been mainly due to pro- 
ceedings in the superior Courts. A new 
Order was made on the 8th April last, 
and the district council are now. pre- 
paring plans for the necessary works. 


Galway Telegraph Office. 

Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN: I beg to 
ask the Postmaster-General whether his 
attention has been called to the in- 
convenien*e caused to the public in 
Galway City by the want of an inter- 
mediate telegraph office, the present ones 
being at least one mile apart; and 
whether he will take steps to establish 
one in Connection with the present sub- 
office in Dominick Street. 


Lorp STANLEY: My attention has 
not previously been called to this matter, 
but it was considered by one of my 
predecessors in 1902, and he came to the 
conclusion that a telegraph office was 
not warranted in Dominick Street as the 
total telegraph business of Galway was 
not large, and the head office was 
within half a mile. I regret that I am 
unable to take a different view. 


Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN: Is the noble 
Lord aware that the business has con- 
siderably developed since 1902? 


Lorpv STANLEY: I do not think it 
has. I inquired into that, and still hold 
that my predecessor’s decision was right. 


Enniskillen Postal Arrangements. 

Mr. JORDAN: I beg to ask the Post- 
master-Genetal whether he is aware that, 
some time ago, letters irom Belleek, 
Pettigo, Kesh, and Irvinestown were 
delivered in’ Enniskillen about two 
o’clock in the afternoon, and that now 
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letters from these towns are not delivered 
in Enniskillen till about 8.20 p.m., when 
business of the day is over; and will he 
state why the early delivery was 
abandoned ; and whether he will arrange 
to have the letters delivered at the 
former time. 


Lorp STANLEY : It is the fact that 
until about a year ago mail bags were des- 
patched to Enniskillen from the places 
referred to at about midday, but it was 
then found that so little use was made of 
the service by the public that the mainten- 
ance of the bags was not warranted. In- 
structions were therefore given for their 
discontinuance, and I regret that I am 
unable to restore them. 


Mr. Roche and the Police. 
Mr. ROCHE: I beg to ask the 


Chief Secretary, in accordance with 
private notice, whether, having regard 
to the Answer he gave on Monday, 
based on the report of a county inspector 
of constabulary—an Answer impugning 
the veracity of a Member of the House 
he will read aloud to the House the later 
report that he has received from the 
inspector, so as to give to it the same 
publicity as that given to the first state- 
ment. 





Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: I doubt 
whether it would be in order to read 
aloud an Answer which has already been 
priated and circulated with the Votes 
this morning. It would not be desirable 
to give Answers a second time in this 
way. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: The matter 
is of the gravest importance, as it 
involves the responsibility of the Chief 
Secretary for repeating false information 
supplied to him and impugning the vera- 
city of an hon. Member. The question 
is not whether the right hon. Gentleman 
will read his printed Answer to the House, 
but whether he will read the report from 
the police which the right hon. Gentle- 
man has now received, and which bears 
out in substance and almost in detail the 
statement of the hon. Member for East 
Galway. The right hon. Gentieman ‘s 
asked to do so in order to give as much 
publicity to this second report as to the 
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false statement to which, inadvertently, 
no doubt, he gave currency the other day, 


Mr. WALTER LONG : I can only deal 
with this matter by the consent of the 
House. The case has been put in a some- 
what unfair way as regards my Answer. 
I repudiate the suggestion that I have 
communicated false information to the 
House. I communicated the report 
I received from the police. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: 


personal accusation. 


I made no 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Yesterday a 
Question was placed on the Paper by the 
hon. Member asking whether further in- 
formation had been received. That Ques- 
tion was not asked, and I received no ir- 
timation that it was desired to postpone 
it. I had, therefore, no alternative but 
to follow the rules of the House and cir- 
culate my Answer with the Votes. | 
cannot now read again an Answer based 
entirely on the report of the county 
inspector, but I agree that, where the 
personal veracity of an hon. Member is 
concerned, it is desirable that the utmost 
publicity should be given to any state- 
ment on the subject. If the hon. Mem- 
ber will put a Question on the Paper, so 
that I may deal with it, I will take any 
opportunity within the rules of the House 
to see that the utmost publicity is given 
to my Answer. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND : I understand 
that the right hon. Gentleman will read 
the inspector’s report ¢ 


Mr. WALTER LONG: There must 
be no misunderstanding. My business 
is to make a reply for which I am wholly 
responsible. I base that reply on the 
information which I receive from the 
members of the Executive Government ; 
but it is within my discretion whether I 
read the reports that I receive or not. 


Prime Minister's Speech on Imperial 
Defence. 

Sir JOHN COLOMB (Great Yarmouth): 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether it can be arranged 
that an authorised report of his speech 
on 11th instant, as President of the Com- 
mittee of Imperial Defence, shall be 
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Parliament, and of the Indian and 
Colonial Governments; and also cir- 
culated in all naval and military com- 
mands for purposes of general infor- 
mation. 


Tue PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or tHE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
BaLrouR, Manchester, E.): If my hon. 
friend’s suggestion is that the report 
of my speech should be made into a 
printed document and be published 
and circulated at the public expense, 
I think that would be a novel and not 
a good practice to set up. I believe 
that long custom authorises that  pro- 
cedure in the case of the financial state- 
ment of the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
but, on the whole, we should do well to 
confine our procedure to that case and 
not extend it Ii I am able to revise 
the speech I shall be glad to give a copy 
to any one who takes an interest in the 
subject. 


Imperial Defence -Discussions in 
Parliament. 

Sir JOHN COLOMB: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
he will consider the expediency of pro- 
posing some method by which the House 
shall be put in possession of conclusions 
upon broad principles of policy, con- 
trolling expenditure and arrangements 
for Imperial defence, arrived at by the 
Committee ot Imperial Defence, before 
and not after Vote A and Vote 1 of the 
Navy and Army Estimates are dis- 
cussed in Committee of Supply. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: [agree with my 
hon. friend in thinking that as far as this 
vear is concerned there might have 
been a distinct convenience in having 
a discussion on item E of the Treasury 
Vote. but it was absolutely impossible 
to carry the arrangement out this year. 
Nor do I see how it can be carried out in 
another year without a drastic change 
m our procedure. I should rather 
deprecate having annual discussions on 
these large questions of Imperial de- 
fence and strategy. I deferred my 
statement as long as I could, but it was 
clear from the debates on the Votes 
for the Army and the Navy that it 
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was necessary to make a statement this 
year. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.): Will 
the right hon. Gentleman consider the 
possibility, in case decisions of im- 
portance are arrived at by the (om- 
mittee, of issuing to Parliament a state- 
ment of the broad conclusions by means 
ot a Memorandum similar to the Mem 
orandum issued on the Navy and Army 
Kstimates. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think that 


suggestion is well worth consideration. 
BD 


The Unemployed Bill. 

Mr. KEIR HARDIE: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether he 
is aware that arrangements have been 
made for 700 unemployed workmen 
in Leicester to begin a march to London 
on Sunday next, to demand work from 
the Government; and that arrangements 
are in progress for similar demonstrations 
from Glasgow, Newcastle, Leeds, Liver- 
pool, Manchester, and Birmingham ; and 
whether, in view of the hardship which 
these men and their wives and children 
are enduring, he will take the Second 
Reading and the remaining stages of the 
Unemployed Bill on an early date so as 
to ensure that the measure shall become 
law this session. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have heard 
of the report to which the hon. Member 
refers, but I am of opinion that the ar- 
rangements of this House in regard 
to its own business ought not to be 
modified in one way or the other by any 
external demonstrations. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman reply to the last part of 
my Question—whether he will take the 
Second Reading and the remaining 
stages of the Unemployed Bill at an 
early date, so as to ensure its becoming 
law this session. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I did not 
answer the last part of the Question 
because it seemed inseparably bound up 
with the first part, and I was unwilling 
that the House should suppose from my 
Answer that we ought in the smallest 
degree to be influenced bv the facts of 
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which the hon. Member has given an 
indication. But as he now puts a separate 
Question, [ may assure him that I have 
every desire ard expectation of seeing this 
Bill passed into law this session, and 1 
should regard it as a great misfortune 
if it were not passed. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: Can the right 
hon. Gentleman fix a date for the Second 
Reading ? In reference to the right hon. 
Gentleman's deprecation of these demon- 
strations, my statement was that it is 
only force that carries any measure 
through this House. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I take exactly 
the opposite view to the hon. Gentleman. 
It is not force that carries measures 
through. J hope it isa reasoned, cautious 
public opinior ; and, in my judgment, 
any such demonstration of force as he 
describes is inimical to the prospects 
of the Bill becoming law, and not 
favourable to them. 


Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich): Will the 
right hon. Gentleman exclude from his 
mind the consideration whether there 
are any demonstrations or not, and, 
realising the need for this Bill, will he 
give us a simple Answer to a Question 
asked in a law-abiding way! There is 
no more force about this than there was 
about the Brewers’ Bill. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: I did not hear 
of the brewers marching up to London. 


Mr. SHACKLETON — (Lancashire, 
Clitheroe): The brewers’ demonstration 
was behind you. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I can assure 
the hon. Gentleman that it was not | 
who introduced the subject of these 
demoustrations, but the hon. Member 
who put the Question, as he will find if 
he reads the Question. The hon. Member 
cannot ask me to say more than that it is 
my earnest hope and belief that the Bill 
will become law in the present session. 


Sir GEORGE BARTLEY (Islington, 


N.): May Lask the right hon. Gentleman 
whether, seeing the grave evils which the 
introduction of this Bill has already \ 
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one 
wis 


brought about, he will consider the possi- 
bility of at once withdrawing it ? 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: If will repeat 
this Question at an early date. Perhaps, 
as a personal explanation, I may be al- 
lowed to say that I am not advocating 
force. I am only pointing out that 
these men have grown desperate, and. 
seeing the indifference with which this 
measure is treated, have no resource but 
force. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Can the right hon. 
Gentleman see his way to make a recom. 
mendation to these unemployed poor 
people to withdraw their pennies from 
the bank of the hon. Baronet the Member 
for North Islington / 


Militia Bill. 

Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN : I beg 
to ask the First Lord ot the Treasury if 
he can now state when the Second Read- 
ing of the Militia Bill will be taken. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 


cannot fix a day. 


I am atraid I 


Local Government Board Vote. 
Mr. ARTHURSTANLEY (Lane ishire, 
Ormskirk): I beg to ask the First Lord 
ot the Treasury if he will state on what 
day he will take the discussion in Supply 
on the Local Government Vote. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not wish 
to give an absolute pledge, but I hope tu 
be able to take this Vote this day fort- 
night. 


Me. JOHN REDMOND: And Irish 
Supply is to be taken this day week ! 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: [| understand 


that is so, 


Reorganisation of the Local Government 
Board. 

Sir ERNEST FLOWER (Bradford, 
W.): To ask the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury if he can now state what progress 
has been made in the proposed reorganis- 
ation of the Local Government Board ; 
and if he could indicate to the House the 
outline of the changes which he proposes 
should be made. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I hope the Bill 
may be introduced without any very long 
delay. It is in an advanced state ot 


prepa ration. 


THE HOUSE. 

HENRY FOWLER (Wolver- 
hampton, K.): Can the right hon. 
Gentleman state what the business will 
be next week after Monday Q 


BUSINESS OF 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: At present 
{can only say I cannot flatter myself 
we shall complete the Budget Bill on 
Monday, and therefore we shall have 
to take it on Tuesday. Perhaps the 
right hon, Gentleman will ask at the 
rising of the House with regard to Wed- 
nesday. 


DRUNKENNESS (IRELAND) BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments. from the 
Standing Committee on Trade. ete. 


Report to lie Table. and 


printed, 


upon the 
[No. 168. ] 
“Minutes of the proceedings of the 

ling Committee to be printed. 
16e.] 

Bill as amended (in Standing Com- 
mittee), to be taken into consideration 
upon Friday, 26th May, and to be printed. 
{Bill 225.] 


SUPPLY 
Considered in 


(7tH ALLOTTED Day]. 


Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


(|Mr. Jerrreys (Hampshire, N.) in the 
Chair ] 


NAVY ESTIMATES, 
Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £1,905,200, 
be granted to His Majesty, to defray 
the Expense of Works. Buildings, and 
Repairs, at Home and Abroad, including 
the cost of Superintendence, Purchase 
of Sites, Grants in Aid, and other Charges 
connected therewith, which will come 
in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 3ist day of March, 1906.” 


1905-6. 
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*Tue CIVIL LORD or tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. Arrutur Lee, Hampshire, 
Fareham) said that, in view of the modest 
character of the Estimate this vear, his 
remarks would be brief. The effective 
portion of the Vote, that which was al- 
lotted to actual works. showed a consider- 
able decrease—£110,574. The only items 
which showed a substantial increase were 
under Naval barracks, General Fleet 
Services. This increase was mainly owing 
to the new quarters at Whale Island 
and the provision of depots for sub- 
marine boats. There was also a small 
increase in the item for naval armaments, 
which was due to the provision of torpedo 
ranges at Hong-Kong and Malta. The 
other main increase was for grants 
in aid of works. This item was ac- 
counted for by the fact that the New 
South Wales Government had agreed 
to provide, free of cost, the storage 
accommodation required by the Navy 
for Victualling services in Australia; but 
it Was not convenient to them to pay 
that sum at once ; and as the Admiralty 
were very anxious that the work should 
be begun at once, they had agreed to 
advance the money in the first place, 
the whole of it being repaid in annual 
instalments spread over the next five 
years. With exceptions, every 
item in the Vote showed a decrease 
as compared with the Estimates last 
vear, and every effort had been made 
to reduce the expenditure on naval 
works to the lowest possible figure 
compatible with efficiency. The only 
other salient point which he wished to 
draw attention to was with regard to the 
administration of expenditure under the 
Loans Act. In agreement with a desire 
expressed by the Committee last year, 
arrangements were now being made 
to amalgamate the Works Department 
proper and the Works Loans Depart- 
ment, and by this means he hoped that 
economy of about £20,000 a year 
be effected. 


these 


an 
would 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dundee) 
said he did not complain ot the brevity 
of the remarks of the hon. Gentleman : 
indeed, he thought he would follow his 
example in that respect. Probably the 
most important thing in his statement 
was to b> found in the concluding sen- 
tences, wherein he told them that the 
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administration under the Naval Works | ing to degrade Jamaica from its present 
Loan Act, and under the Naval Works | status as a naval station, should they be 
were to be amalgamated. The original | asking for such an enormous sum for 
division of responsibility was the outcome | an _ official residence? He would like 
of a well-considered scheme having | further to know whether the hon. Gentle- 
economy for its object ; and yet, although | man was prepared to make any state- 
the works under the Loans Act had | ment in regard to what was being done 
grown more extensive. a new policy or to be done at Rosyth ? 

had been introduced, and it had been 

suggested that it would be more econo- Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
mical to return to the old system, and | An undertaking has been given that the 
to have the statutory works as well as | sum of £200,000 already voted shall not 
the loan works under the same super- | be exceeded. 

vision. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said he 
*Mr. ARTHUR LEE: The change, in | was afraid he could not accept the hon, 
the first place, was not made on the ground | Member for King’s Lynn as a conclusive 
of economy but from sheer necessity, be- authority, and he must press the Admir- 
cause the Works Department of the day alty for an Answer to this Question. At 
was small and not capable of dealing any rate, could they confirm the hon, 
with great works. Now it has been Member’s statement ? 
gradually built up, and it has been 
possible, as well as compatible with Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said that in 
economy, to reduce the two separate the Report on the Appropriation Account 
staffs and combine them into one. it was specifically stated that the £200,000 
was not to be exceeded. 
Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON repeated en noe 
his suggestion that economy was the | *Mr. ARTHUR LEE said his hon, 
ground put forward for the original friend was quite mistaken. They were 
change. He further desired to know when _ pledged, certainly, not to spend more than 
the next Naval Works Bill would be in- | the £200,000 voted under the last Loans 
troduced into the House. It was about Bill during the existence of that 
time, he thought, they got information. Bull, but it was never supposed for one 
He forgot whether any statement had moment that they were going to create 
been made by the Chancellor of the @ naval base in Scotland for the total 
Exchequer or anyone else as to the sum of £200,000, That sum, or the 
anticipated amount that would be asked greater portion of it, had been spent 
for under the new Naval Works Bill, and mainly on the purchase of the site, and in 
he certainly hoped that they would get due course, later in the session, when the 
the information of the total estimated Loan Bill of 1905 was introduced, he 
expenditure during the financial year would lay before the House the full pro- 
just beginning. It was quite true that, posals of the Government for the develop- 
apart from the increase in annuities and ment of the site, and ask the sanction of 
one or two other developments, there the House tor the necessary expenditure. 
had been a decrease in the normal ex- 
penditure of the department amounting Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said 
to £110,000. But he would like to know he believed the amount paid for the 
whether any portion of that reduction was site was £170,000, and he was glad 
attributable in any way to the new|to know that when the Naval Works 
scheme of naval policy. He found that! Loan Bill was brought in they would 
in the case of Jamaica there was a con-| hear a little more as to the inten- 
siderable item or £105,000 for a new | tions of the Admiralty. He accepted 
official residence there. That was a large | that as a pledge on the hon. Gentleman’s 
amount for a house, especially when they | part that they would have a careful 
remembered that Jamaica was specifically | estimate of the proposed expenditure on 
mentioned in the last Memorandum as | that new naval base. He hope that the 
about to be reduced from its old status. | Naval Works Bill would be produced as 
Why, when the Admiralty were propos- | early as possible, and that they would be 
Mr. Edmund Robertson. 























781 


given as much information at the present 
time as could be given, so that they might 
get some intelligible idea as to the extent 
of the naval budget they were dealing 
with. 


Navy 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said that cer- 
tainly his memory was very distinct that 
the Report on the Appropriation Accounts 
and the Papers connected therewith con- 
tained an absolute pledge that no more 
money than the £200.000 already voted 
should be expended. It was his surprise 
at finding that which caused him to men- 
tion it that day. Now he understood he 
was entirely mistaken, and possibly the 
official through whom that assurance was 
conveyed was also mistaken. Were they 
to take it that the expenditure of that 
£200,000 was ovly to apply to the end of 
the present year, and, if so, were they 
to have some tremendous expenditure 
corresponding to that upon Gibraltar 
er some other first-class naval base? If 
that were so, he looked on it as a very 
serious matter. It was a serious adum- 
bration of the intentions of the Admir- 
alty in regard to that site. The hon. 
Gentleman the Civil Lord of the Ad- 
miralty must be aware that it had been 
generally thought that Rosyth was to 
be abandoned. It was true that he had 
denied that statement within the last 
few days, but they were left for some 
time under the impression, conveyed 
through the ordinary channels of informa- 
tion —the Press—that an alteration had 
taken place in the policy of the Admir- 
alty and that Rosyth was to be aban- 
doned. Now they were told that it 
was not to be abandoned, and he sup- 
posed they were to have an expenditure 
of some millions incurred upon it. Of 
course, if the hon. Gentleman would 
say at once that it was only proposed to 
spend a small sum in addition to the 
£200,000, he would make no further 
remarks, but if the outlay was to amount 
to some millions, he assured him that 
the proposal would meet with his most 
uncompromising resistance, and he 
trusted he would be supported by hon. 
Members on both sides of the House in 
opposing the creation of a naval base 
which was unnecessary, which was stra- 
tegically false and mischievous, and 
which would prove an enormous addi- 
tional burden to that now placed upon 
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the country by this monstrous system 
of Naval Loans Acts. 

Now he came to the statement 
that the two administrative bodies 
were to be amalgamated —the Naval 
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Works Loans and the administrative 
staff. He did not quite understand 
why that was not done before, ani 
he confessed it aroused suspicion 
in his mind. Apparently the Naval 
Works Loans Department, instead 
of being temporary, was to be made 
permanent. He saw a _ very serious 
obje:tion to that because it would 


seddle the country permanently with 
salaries which it had been anticipated they 
would get rid of when the loan works 
were completed, and it would also saddle 
the country with pensions. In the 
alternative, they would have to face 
this position, that the Admiralty engaged 
on permanent conditions, with the per- 
manent advantages of permanent Civil 
servants, this staff, when they profes- 
sedly were only to be engaged on work 
which in its nature was temporary, and 
was in due course to come to anend. If 
that were so, it indicated a determina- 
tion on the part of the Admiralty to go 
on with Naval Works Loans Acts for an 
indefinite period. Surely some further 
explanation was required in regard to 
that. He would not go into the question 
of Jamaica. It was a very serious one, 
but it was only one among many ques- 
tions of the same. nature, Why, al- 
though the Admiralty were going to 
abandon that station, they were, never- 
theless, incurring increasing expenditure 
in regard to it, was a thing which ought 
to be inquired into. Of course, it might 
be thev were only fulfilling undertakings 
already entered into, but some further in- 
formation required. He wished 
to say, in conclusion, that the whole of this. 
svstem of naval works by loan was a most 
monstrous and false system, and that in 
the case of Rosyth a tremendous blunder 
had been made. If the House was 
to be asked for a large sum in addition 
to the £200,00) already voted he certainly 
should most strongly oppose it. 


Was 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW (Hawick Burghs) 
said he took some interest in the matter 
of Rosyth in the earlier stages, and he 
thought the House was now in possession 
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of one of the most important intimations | 
\involved. There were important local 
He understoed the Civil | 


had 
naval works. 
Lord of the Admiralty to promise the 
full proposals of he Government in regard 
to Rosyth when the Naval Works Bull 
came to be discussed. 


they ever yet had in regard to 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE: What I said was 
that I could make no statement about 
Rosyth, as recards the future, until the 


Naval Works Loans Bill was introduced, | 


but that I weuld lav then whatever 
proposals the Government lad in regard 
to it before the House. 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW said that exactly 
illustrated the position in which the House 
of Commons stood. He did not think his 
hearing was defective, but he certainly 
had understood the hon. Gentleman to 
promise them that when the Naval Works 
Bill was introduced he would give them 
the full proposals of the Government. 
Now they were told they were only to 
have such proposals as were in the 
mind of the Government, and there 
was some difference in that. because 
then they would oniy have the pro- 
posals up to a certain extent. The 
fact was that the Government at the 
present moment did not know what it 
was going to do with Rosyth as a 
naval base. It had entered on a large 
transaction, and it had bought pro- 
perty at a ridiculous and even at 
a scandalous price from the landed 
proprietor — it had paid eighty-five 
years purchase for that tract of land. 
He challenged that transaction at 
the time, and he still challenged 1 
as a notable instance of how the Gov- 
ernment had failed to use its Parliamen- 
tary powers for the acquisition of land, 
and had, in consequence, had to pay a 
much higher price than they ought to 
have done. He did not lay any blame 
on the landed proprietor, because having a 
soft Government to deal with 
extorted a very substantial price. 


He would like to explain what was 
the local position in regard to Rosyth, 
and he wished to do it now in order | 
that it might not be said when | 
the Naval Works Loan Bill came for- | 
ward that he had made any reser- | 


Mr. Thomas Shaw. 
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he had | 
‘opposed to the general financial system 
| of the country. 
| Billcame forward they would get nothing 
| but vague words about eventualities, and 
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vation in regard to the local interests 


as well as national interests concerned, 
The county of Fife had furnished itself 


with a water supply, and the Government 


had become responsible for one-third 


of the cost of a not inconsiderable water 


scheme for supplying the population 
which was to be at this naval base, 
But he wanted to know where was 
that population, when was it to be there, 
would it be there within this decade 
or the next decade or even within the 
next generation / He believed that, un- 
less they had another ridiculous out- 
break of Jingoism in the country it 
would be postponed for at least half a 
century. That was the situation. The 
base had been projected, but the works 
which were to be established on it were 
now going to be postponed. The late 
Secretary to the Admiralty on one occa- 
sion spoke of Rosyth as an eventual base, 
He would like to know what was meant 
by that ? It was not an eventual pur- 
chase of the site. They had not merely 
obtained the right to acquire the lant 
and to hold it in reserve. The locality 
were led to believe there would be an 
increase of population, and the county 
and the locality arranged their business 
in view of present and future require- 
ments. If the statement as to its being 
an eventual base had been made at the 
beginning the locality would not have 
formed the expectations as to the increase 
of the population which it had been led 
to form, and would not have made 
arrangements on the assumption that 
the Government meant prompt business. 
The fact was. the whole of this trans- 


action was a sample of the way in which 
| the 


Government went on. It was a 
spendthrift Government ; it mismanaged 
its business; it started on a scheme 
and then found that it was not suffi- 
ciently urgent to be proceeded with. 


He held a very strong opinion that the 
whole of this scheme of naval works was 


When the Naval Works 


the one fact would stand out that the land 
had been acquired by the Government at 
a rate only justifiable on the assumption 
of instant and urgent need. 





785 Navy 


said, as regarded the question of the ho. 
Member for King’s Lynn, he thought the 
hon. Gentleman had overlooked the fact 
with regard to Rosyth that it was a total 
Vote of £200,000, and it was taken as a 
total Vote, because at that time no esti- 
mate either as to time or money could be 
given in respect of it, and what the House 
complained of then was the fact that the 
cotal proposal was made on the promise 
of something, the effect of which could 
not be foreseen. He entirely agree | with 
what had fallen from the hon. Member 
for Dundee as to the question of pro- 
cedure in this House and the policy 
pursued with respect to loans for works. 
He thought if the Navy was to be 
sufficieutly economically administered 
it must be on the basis of broad fact: 
and broad principles, and his complai t 
was that they could nor get from the 
Admiralty any clear statement of those 
principles by reason of the methods by 
which this House was approached for 
money. The whole thing was chopped 
up into little bits and they were never 
shown the whole account. He was sorry 
that they had a prospect of another de- 


mand being made for naval loans, following 
and not preceding the Naval Estimates, 


on this Works Vote. He did not think it 
was in the interest of the Navy or in the 
interests of the Admiralty. He had 
every confidence in the Admiralty himself, 
and had had for many years, and he be- 
lieved they did work on broad principles. 
hut they were open to the suspicion, and 
recent facts had increased the suspicion 
he had before, that they had taken action 
without due consideration with regard to 
this matter. The House, in his opinion, 
was placed in a very difficult position for 
discussing the Works Vote, because they 
had not the whole policy of the Admiralty 
before them. 


To complete his observations upon 
the expenditure upon this matter. 
he might say that the Memorandum 
recently issued was an exposition of 
the world-wide policy which would have 
to be contemplated by this country, 
vet we were abolishing, or, rather, 
largely reducing, and in fact taking 
the ground that certain bases were not 
necessary. He did not wish to go over 


the whole of them, but let them take 
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the case of Jamaica, which had been 
mentioned. The House would re ‘collect 
that in the Memorandum dealing with this 
distribution of bases, the West Indian 
station was described as extending 
from the Equator to the Pole. That gave 
a very graphic description of the extent 
of the area, and they must remember that 
in that area the operations of commerce 
and trade which a‘fected us were very 
great, and when they came to compare 
Rosyth on the one side with Jamaica 
on the other there was something 
incongruous in the position. The North 
Sea was not large when they considered 
the very small area of the German 
Ocean and all the waters to the eas‘- 
ward of Englind and to the westward 
of Europe as compared with the area 
between the Equator and the Pole. It 
was certainly incongruous when they 
were told the base at Jamaica was to be 
aboli-hed because it was not wanted; 
that in these days of steam it was too 
near England; but that when they came 
to the German Ocean the contention 
of the Government was that Portsmouth 
was too far off, and that another base 
must be established within a few hours, 
steaming distance further north. He 
merely indicated that to establish his 
contention that our naval policy must 
be founded on broad principles, and 
based on a broad policy which had 
regard to the whole world and dealt 
with large areas. Therefore, this question 
could not be dealt with by the House 
unless the whole policy was before them. 


He n>ticed in this Vote there was a 
charge for the fifteenth instalment in aid of 
a dock at Halifax. Now the arrangements 
had totally altered since the time when 
the last Kstimate was placed before the 
House with regard to the relations of 
this country, and of the Admiralty, to 
Halifax. So far as the garrison there 
was concerned, the Imperial business of 

ruviding for its defence was to be taken 
over by the Dominion Government, and 
so far as the policy of the Admiralty 
was concerned, it was to reduce ex- 
penditure and to creaie a srt of 
cadre. What that meant he did not 
know, and therefore he thought the 
House was entitled to have a 
real explanation of the meaning that was 
put to this new word “cadre,” because a 
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dock was part of the appliances necessary | 


for any sort of naval base. They were 
therefore entitled to press for information 
2s to what exactly was going to h:ppen 
under this system of cadre. What was 
coing to happen to the machinery there? 
What was going to happen to the dock ? 
Who was to be responsible for its upkeep ! 
end who was to pay for it ? 


Tre SECRETARY vo tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr, Preryman, Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge) said this was no question of a 
dockyard. The dock was a private dock 
and the instalments were paid in order to 
secure, if necessary, the prior use of it. 


Srr JOHN COLOMB said he was per- 
fectly well aware of what his hon. friend 
stated, but whether it was a private dock 
or not, the fact of subsidising it was 
sufficient reason for seeing why that 
arrangement was made and they shou!d 
have once and for all some ex- 
planation of the meaning of this new 
word cadre as applied to naval bases. 
Another point on which he desired some 
explicit information was the item of 
£88,000 for buildings on Whale Island 
for the accommodation of sub-lieutenants. 
Of late the policy of the Admiralty had 
been io get the oilicers and men more on 
the water, inore often afloat, than used 
to be the case. Was it not the fact that 
our “nucleus of crews”’ system and our 
new rules wit! regard to the d'stribution 
of the Fleet as it affected the personne! 
had not had the effect of diminishing the 
numbers requ ring barrack accommoda- 
tion? and was it not the case that the 
Government had built close to Whale 
Island at immense cost a most luxurious 
barrack / 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE was understood 
to assent. 


Sir JOHN COLOMB said in that case 
he wanted to have it clearly proved that 
this expenditure on bricks and mortar on 
Whale Island was really necessary. He 
quite admitted that a great deal of time 
was lost by young officers having 
to go from the Naval College right 
through the dockyard to Whale Island, 
but he could not think that 
this expenditure on bricks and mortar 


was necessary, and inasmuch as he had | 


Sir John Colomb. 
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raised his voice against expenditure of 
this kind for many years, he must press 
for this explanation. What he wanted 
to know was whether the result of the 
system of nucleus crews and the new 
distribution of the personnel had not 
reduced the occupation of barracks, upon 
which £2,500,000 had recently been 
spent. It was not right that this question 
of navai works and buildings should be 
dealt within a piecemeal fashion. The 
whole matter should be placed before 
the House and an opportunity afforded 
of fairly considering the principles of the 
policy upon which the Government were 
acting. 


*Mr. MoCRAE (Edinburgh, E.) thought 
the Committee had a right to complain 
of the perfunctory way in which this 
Vote had been introduced. No one would 
have imagined from the statement of the 
Civil Lord that a sum of £1,400,000 was 
invelved. In 1899 the Vote amounted 
to only £730,000, so that in seven years 
it had increased nearly three-fold. The 
hon. Member would probably say that it 
was largely due to the annuities for the 
payment of advances, but that simply 
added force to the complaints which had 
been made against the policy of Naval 
and Military Works Bills. The Estimate 
for repayment had increased from 
£630,000 last vear to over £1,000,000 
this year, and that he took to be entirely 
due to expenditure already incurred and 
debt already created. If that were so, the 
indebtedness on account of naval works 
had been increased during the year 
by £5,000,000. This was borne out by 
the National Debt Return, which showed 
that the outstanding debt under Naval 
Works had grown from £11,000,000 
in 1904 to £16,000,0)0. He submitted 
that it was not fair that expenditure of 
this amount should be made after the 
introduction of the Estimates for the 
year. The Committee was now con- 
sidering the Naval Estimates. but they 
had not yet seen the Works Bill for the 
expenditure to be incurred during the 
present year. That was bad finance, as 
it did not give the House any idea as to 
the expenditure actually to be incurred. 
A further reason why the Naval Werks 
Bill should be introduced before the 
Naval Estimates were passed was thai 
it dealt not merely with new works but 
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with the completion of works to which | 


the House was already committed. The 
policy of dealing piecemeal with naval 


expenditure ought to come to an end, 
and the Committee ought to have a clear 

statement of the responsibilities to be 

incurred during the financial year before 

the financial year began. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES desired to 
revert to the statement he made earlier 
in the afternoon. He remarked then 
that the Admiralty had pledged them- 
selves not to spend more than £200,0C0 
on Rosyth, but the representative of the 
Admiralty denied it. He had now the 
document with him and would read the 
evidence of Colonel Raban and Major 
Pilkington given before the Public 
Accounts Committee in 1904, and the 
Treasury Minute thereon. The Committee 
asked— 


“In that way we are giving you more and 
more latitude, and the House of Commons is 
having less control.” 


To which the 


Admiralty 
repliel— 


witness 


“At Rosyth you gave us authority to under- 
take work to the extent of £200,000, and no 
liability has been incurred beyond the £200,000. 
We have pledged ourselves that we shall not 
incur liabilities in excess of that, and the 
Treasury hold us to that. That is the obligation 
upon us. 


The Treasury Minute, dated November 
30th, 1904, dealing with this matter 
stated — 


“The Committee express the opinion that 
Parliament should not be asked on a token 
Vote of afew thousand pounds to commit itself 
to the construction of a new work of which the 
total cost may run into millions and of which 
hot even an approximate estimate is submitted. 
My Lords, while entirely concurring with the 
principle of the Committee’s observations, do 
uot admit that in practice Parliament has been 
so committed. In connection, for example, with 
the token provision of £50,000 in the Naval 
Works Act of 1903 for Chatham Dockyard 
Extension, my Lords in Treasury Letter of June 
25th last stated that they do not accept the 
contention that Parliament has sanctioned this 
service in principle, further than to provide the 
above-mentioned sum for preliminary work. 
Similarly with regard to Rosyth the Admir- 
alty representative before the Committee 
Stated : ‘At Rosyth you gave us authority to 


undertake work to the extent of £200,000, and | 


no liability has been incurred beyond the 
£200,000. We have pledged ourselves that we 
shall not-incur liabilities in excess of that.’ ” 


Did the Admiralty pledge themselves 
to that now ? 
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Mr. PRETYMAN: 


Certainly not 


without the especial authority of Parlia- 
| ment. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said that 
when he stated that the Admiralty had 
pledged themselves that they would not 
incur liabilities beyond £200,000 it was 
denied, but he submitted that he 
had now made good his assertion. 
Of course if the Admiralty got further 
authority from Parliament they could 
incur expenditure of £100,000,000 or 
£1,000,000,000. The Public Accounts 
Committee, the Treasury, and the official 
superiors of the two representatives of 
the Admiralty on the Treasury Bench, 
had stated that Parliament was not to 
be considered as committed to a large 
expenditure on a mere token Vote of 
£200,000. To placate the Committee 
the Admiralty witnesses stated that they 
had not incurred, and would not incur, 
liabilities beyond the £200,000, and when 
the hon. Gentlemen below him came— 
if they dared to come—and asked for 
an expenditure of three, four, five, or 
six million pounds on Rosyth, he would 
call upon their official superiors and the 
Treasury to make good the pledge they 
had given with regard to the £200,000. 
His belief was that the difficulties which 
this House might interpose in the way 
of the execution of the lunatic scheme 
for a naval base at Rosyth would be as 
nothing compared with those that the 
Admiralty would meet with when they 
went to the Chancellor of the Exchequer. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said he 
was startlel by the statement of the 
hon. Member for King’s Lynn that the 
Admiralty had pledged themselves never 
to spend more than £200,000 at Rosyth. 


Mer. GIBSON BOWLES: 
use the word ‘‘ never.” 


I did not 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said 
that no Department could pledge them- 
selyes to incur liabilities beyond the 
amount sanctioned by Parliament. It 
was true that at the time of the purchase 
of the Chilian warships the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer committed an act 
of illegality behind the back of 
Parliament, and he had to come to 
Parliament for an indemnity. The 
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language used by the Treasury and 


quoted by the hon. Member for King’s | 
of the same | 


‘Lynn was not quite 
character as that now used by the 
Secretary to the Admiralty. This was 
an important financial question, and it 
now appeared to have become a Treasury 


matter. If the statement which had been | 


read as to the Treasury policy in regard 
to this matter had any other meaning 
to that given by the Secretary to the 
Admiralty the House ought to know 
whether there was any other interpreta- 
tion to be put upon it besides that which 
had been stated by the hon. Member for 
King’s Lynn. This being a Treasury 
matter, and the Treasury having given 
a pledge to one of the Committees of 
the House, he appealed to the hon. 
Gentleman to let the representatives of 
the Treasury know in order that they 
might inform the House what their policy 
was. 


Mr. PRETYMAN said that the state- 
ment read out by the hon, Member 
for King’s Lynn was given by the witness 
in answer to a question. He did not 


think this was a point on which it was 
necessary for the Treasury to intervene, 
for there was nothing whatever behind 


the answer. It merely emphasised the 
fact that the Admiralty, with or without 
the Treasury authority, had no intention 
of doing anything which would put them 
during the currency of the present Loan 
Bill to any expenditure beyond the 
£200,000 authorised by Parliament. 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.) 
said that the hon. Member for King’s 
Lynn had not gone into the whole 
matter of these token Votes, because 
three such Votes had been taken. It 
was clear from the answer given 
before the Public Accounts Commit- 
tee that the House was not commitied 
to construct cither the Rosyth or the 
Chatham docks. The Admiralty were 
bound not to exceed in two years 
£200,000 for Rosyth. As a matter of 
fact they had not exceeded that 
amount at Rosyth, but they had exceeded 
the amount voted in the two other token 
Votes. For the coastguard 


Mr. Edmund Robertson, 


naval | 
stations £50,000 was taken, but the. 
Admiralty spent £89,000, and they had | 
to go to the Treasury to permit them to. 
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exceed the £50,000, and the Treasury 
gave them permission. The Chatham 
Dock extension was an exact parallel to 
the Rosyth case, for they got permis. 
sion to spend £50,000, but they actually 
incurred liabilities am>unting t» £70,000, 
The Admiralty again went to the 
Treasury, but this time the Treasury 
stood out against their demand. He 
wished to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury how he reconciled that with the 
statement contained in the Paper issued 
that morning with regard to 
Chatham Dock -extension. This form 
of finance was a very bad one, and they 
had often protested against it, and he 
hoped there would be an alteration in 
the mode of drawing up Loan Bills which 
had been adopted by the _ present 
Government. 


He was disappointed with the meagre 
statement made by the Civil Lord 
in introducing this Vote. The funda 
mental objection they took to this 
method of procedure was that they 
had not really before them anything 
like the full proposals of the Government 
with regard to the naval works of the 
year. What was put before them was a 
mere fraction of the expenditure upon 
the naval works with which they were 
dealing. They were not only without 
details as to the sum to be taken, but 
also as to the actual amount to be takea. 
He suggested that the Chancellor of the 
iixchequer should conform to the practice 
of his predecessors and tell them what 
amounts were wanted for military and 
naval works during the present year, so 
that they might know what were the 
obligations of the country in this respect. 
The Admiralty had not only departed 
from the system of making a full 
statement, but they had — abo 
adopted the practice of introducing 
their Bills later, when the House could 
not give them the consideration 
they deserved. This was a Vote which 
he should like to see largely increased in 
order that the country might be made 
aware of what was actually being spent. 
For the year ending March 3lst this 
year they had spent £3,500,000 in naval 
works, and that made an expenditure 
during the year of £5,000,000 for naval 
works. Let them assume that the 
expenditure under this heading for the 
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current year would be the same as in the 


past year. In that case if they really | 


wanted to realise what the country was 
being called upon for naval works they 
would find that it was rot £2,000,000 
they were voting, but £5,500,000. Why 
should the Government conceal this 
matter from the consideration of the 
House? It was all due to the mis- 
chievous system of introducing this form 
of loan expenditure. 


In many cases there was no distinction 
whatever between the character of the 
expenditure under the Loan Acts and the 
expenditure inthe Navy Estimates. There 
were certain very large works for which 
there might be some justification in asking 
that they should be carried out by loan 
and repaid after a considerable period of 
years, but anyone who examined the 
Loans Act would find that there was 
expenditure of an identical character 
both under the Naval Estimates and 
under the Loans Act. The Admiralty 
asked for £40,000 or £50,000 in the 
Estimates for dredging, and he observed 
that last year they spent £120,000 for the 
same purpose under the Loans Act. 
Why should these two charges be separ- 
ated! Why should not both be charged 
on the annual Votes? It had been 
stated that the charge in one case was 
integard to the construction of a new 
dockyard, and that, therefore, the Admir- 
alty were justified in charging the ex- 
penditure to the Loan Fund. That 
reason would not stand criticism for a 
moment in view of what should be the 
control of the House of Commons over 
the expenditure of the taxpayers’ money 
for certain specific purposes. There were 
no hospitals on the Loan Fund. Why 
should they."all be on the annual Votes 
and none on the Loan Fund? Barracks 
were sometimes on the Loan Fund and 
sometimes on the Votes. There was a 
certain amount of torpedo expenditure 
i the loan account and another amount 
in the Vote now before the Committee. 
Why should not the whsle sum for these 
specific purposes be included in one item ? 
For many years past there had been an 
item for coaling stations in various parts 
of the world, but there was none this 
time, He was naturally a little suspicious 
at the disappearance of that item. Did it 
mean that there was no longer to be any 
sum asked for coaling depots at jhome 
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and abroad? Did it mean that they 
policy of the Admiralty in this matter 
was to borrow the money in future ? 
That would be a step in the wrong direc- 
tion. He was beginning to hope that they 
were retracing their steps in the right 
direction. 
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The extravagance of which he coin- 
plained tended to a confusion of the 
accounts and made it impossible for 
the House of Commons really to under- 
stand what was being taken out of the 
taxpayers’ pockets for different specific 
purposes. It also introduced laxity of 
control. An item was introduced one 
year in the Votes, and the work to which 
the money was to be applied was not 
constructed, or only half constructed, 
and then the item disappeared from 
the Votes. The House of Commons 
did not notice these omissions from the 
Votes, but a year or two afterwards they 
found that the items had been transferred 
to the Loan Fund. Could anything be 
worse than that? He instanced the case 
of a store which was to be erected at the 
Cape at a cost of £2,000. It disappeared 
from the Estimates, and they afterwards 
learned fromthe Comptroller and Auditor- 
General that the charge was transferred 
to the Loan Fund. It was ridiculous 
that this rich country when erecting a 
trumpery store at a cost of £2,000 should 
not pay outright instead of spreading it 
over a number of years. When the Vote 
now before the Committee was under dis- 
cussion a couple of years ago he pressed 
the then Secretary to the Admiralty for 
details of an item in regard to the pur- 
chase of land. The hon. Gentleman 
replied that it would be very inexpedient 
to give the information because it might 
spoil the market. He could not help 
agreeing with that contention. They 
now found that the Vote included, among 
other things, £4,000 for the purchase ofa 
church and parsonage at Portsmouth. 
It might be very right and proper that 
there should be for the benefit of the 
seamen and others a church and parson 
age, but he should like to ask why this 
charge was put on the Votes. In the 
Vote they were discussing to-day there 
wee items for two churches, and the 
Committee had, therefore, an opportunity 
of exp-essing their opinion about them. 
it was originally proposed to pay for the 
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church and parsonage at Portsmouth out 
of money included in the Estimates. He 
did not know for what reason the charge 
was taken out of the Votes and put on 
the Loan Fund. The church and par- 
sonage at Portsmouth were now to be 
purchased for £5,000, and the payment 
of the money was to be spread over thirty 
vears, The whole thing was to be charged 
to the extension of Portsmouth Dockyard. 
Was that a fair and honest way of 
treating the House of Commons? He 
thought the whole of this system ought 
to be done away with, and that they 
should return to the former practice of 
the House, which was to put the Naval 
Works expenditure on the Votes of the 
year. There were some signs that the 
Government were disposed to take steps in 
that direction. There were considerable 
sums for new works now included in the 
Votes which three or four years ago 
would have been put on the Loan Fund. 
This showed that the promise given by 
the Secretary to the Admiralty two years 
ago was beginning to bear some fruit, 
The promise was that in the Naval Loans 
Bill for the future no new works would 
be introduced. Here they had new 
works on the Vote for the year, and it 
seemed as if they were returning to a 
saner system for the future. He hoped 
there would be presented to the House 
at an early date the Naval Works Bill in 
order that they might he able to examine 
the details, and have an opportunity of 
considering them in all their bearings. 


As to the dockyards at Jamaica, Halifax, 
and Esquimault, hon. Members would 
observe that the columns with regard to 
personnel in the Estimates were blank, 
but there was still to be a staff retained 
at Bermuda. The garrison at Bermuda 
was Very largely reduced, and he thought 
the Committee should get from the Civil 
Lord a statement of what was proposed 
to be done there in future. What was the 
policy of the Government with regard to 
all these dockyards in future? From a 
statement made by the Secretary of the 
Treasury it appeared that the amount 
expended on naval works during the 
ten years ending March 3lst, 1904, at 
Bermuda, Halifax, Jamaica, and Esqui- 
mault was £609,000. That was in addi- 
tion to the military expenditure at these 
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places, which was very great indeed. They | 


Mr. Buchanan, 
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‘were now told that after all this expendi- 


ture these bases were practically to be 
given up. ‘There was no charge in the 
Vote for caretakers, and he wished to 
know how the buildings and works were 
to be kept in proper repair unless there 
was a staff to look after them. 


Mr. JOHN DEWAR (Inverness) said 
he wanted to know what the Admiralty 
were doing in regard to the erection of 
batteries in the Western Highlands for 
the training of the men of the Volunteer 
Naval Reserve. He understood that, 
notwithstanding previous promises, no 
progress had been made with them, 
although they had been started three 
years ago by the Admiralty. More than 
600 Naval Reserve Volunteers had 
joined there and had no facilities for 
training in gunnery. 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE said that the 
whole question of batteries for the Naval 
Reserves in the Western Highlands and 
elsewhere was now under consideration. 
The hon, Member forjDundee, speaking of 
the amalgamation of the Works Loan 
Department and the Works Department, 
was under a misapprehension. He said 
that the Works Loan Department was 
created for the purposes of economy. 
That was not so. It was created because 
the Works Department was not large 
enough to deal with all the great works 
which were contemplated under the Works 
Loans Acts, and it was necessary to re- 
lieve that department of a portion of this 
work. The new department created was 
only of a temporary nature to be main- 
tained during the progress of the loan 
works. He was sure the hon. Gentleman 
would not object to a mcdification of that © 
policy in the interests of economy, when 
the Works Department was sufficiently 
reinforced as to be able to take over the 
supervision of all these works. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: Who 
is now Director of Works ? 


Mr. ARTHUR LEE said that the © 
change had ‘not yet come into effect, 











but the director was to be Colonel 
Raban. The present engineer-in-chiel 4 
was Sr Herry Pilkington, and his | 
department would be gradually redveed 
during the current year and finally closed 
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by March 31st. The Director of Works| ture on Rosyth and asked how was it 
would then have sole responsibility, and | that the rumours of the abandonment of 
there would be a saving of about £20,000 | that naval base had not been contra- 


on staff expenses. He was not disposed 
to quarrel with the hon. Member for 
Dundee when he said that it was an un- 
fortunate thing that the entire expendi- 
ture for the year for naval works was 
On 
the other hand, neither he nor the 
present Government were responsible for 
introducing this system of Loan Bills, It 


not all shown under one head. 


dicted. Well, if the Admiralty were to 
spend their time in contradicting or veri- 
| fying all the rumours that appeared in 
the papers in regard to naval policy, it 
| would be difficult to proceed with their 
ordinary business, He asked the Com- 
| mittee to be patient. He could promise 
that when the Loans Bill was introduced 
‘the Admiralty would be in a position to 


was introduced by the Government of give full information with regard to the 


which the hon. Gentleman was a Member. 
He confessed he did not hold it up to 
It had been suggested 
that the Loan Bill for the next two years 
should have been introduced before this 


admiration. 


time. He was very anxious that it 
should be introduced as early as possible ; 
but it was not for the Admiralty to 


settle the order of the business of the 


House. Moreover, a great many of the 


details had not yet been approved, but 
he hoped that it would be introduced 
The hon. Member for 
Dundee asked whether the reduction on 


at an early date. 


Vote 10 this year was in any way due 
to the new naval policy. 
was, It was obvious that the mere 
closing of some of the naval stations 
abroad must effect a reduction in repairs 
and maintenance, and in the staff kept 
up at these ports. 


*Mrk. EDMUND ROBERTSON: I 


wanted to get an example. 


Mr. ARTHUR LEE said that theclosing 
of Halifax necessitated a reduction of the 
staff. It was said that if Jamaica was 
going to be given up asa station why was 
it that they were going on spending money 
there. They were under contract obliga- 
tions in regard to particular buildings 
which were nearly finished; and he was 
sure the hon. Gentleman would admit 
that it would be the very worst policy 
to leave houses without a roof if they 
could be completed at a compara- 
tively small expense, so that they 
could be disposed of in the open 
market or transferred to the Colonial 
Government. He was not able at that 
moment to indicate to the House any- 
thing with regard to the future expenditure 
on Rosyth. The hon. Member for King’s 
Lynn talked of the stupendous expendi- 
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expenditure on Rosyth. The hon. 
Member for King’s Lyan said that the 
Works Department was not a big enough 
or strong enough body to deal with all 
these works. That department had 
been gradually built up until a sufficient 
number of officers had been trained to 
carry out the works under the Naval 
Loans Act. An increasing proportion of 
'the works under loan had been carried 
out by the Works Department; and 
when the personnel of the Works Depart- 
| ment was sufficiently strong to take over 
| the whole, economy would be effected. 4 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Are the 
appointments to the Loans Works 


| Department temporary or permanent ? 


Mr. ARTHUR LEE said that in 
neither the Works Department nor the 
| Works Loans Department were all the 
| officers permanent. Many were taken on 
'temporarily when work was _ pressing, 
and discharged when work was slack. 
| He could not really gather what was the 
true attitude of the hon. and learned 
|Member for Hawick Burghs in regard 
| to Rosyth. The hon. and learned Gentle- 
/man seemed to be running with the 
/hare and hunting with the hounds. 
He was outraged at the vast expendi- 
ture incurred in connection with 
Rosyth, and, on the other hand, he was 
outraged that his friends in Scotland 
were not receiving all the benefit 
they anticipated from the creation of a 
naval base in the waters of the Firth 
}of Forth. The hon. ‘and learned 
Gentlemar spoke of an “eventual naval 
base” at Rosyth and condemned them 
because they had bought the land for it. 
That was surely a logical sequence of 





jevents. If a gentleman bought a site 
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for a house he hoped he paid for it 
before he proceeded with his intention 
to build a house. He did not see 
that there was any ground for criti- 
cism of the Admiralty because they had 
purchased a site suitable for a naval 
base. His hon. and gallant friend the 
Member for Great Yarmouth had joined 
the chorus against the Loans Bill. 


Mr. 
that the schedule should be representa- 
tive of the Estimate. 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE said that he did 


{COMMONS} 





not think that that was the practice of | 


the hon. Member h'mself when in office. 


Mr. 


EDMUND ROBERTSON said | 


that his Party was not allowed to remain | 


in office long enough. 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE said that his right 
hon. friend the Member for Great 
Yarmouth stated that there was 
no more necessity for 
There was, however, a number of 
atrears to be disposed of, and then 
he hoped that the system of Loans Bills 
would be abandoned, and that all 
expenditure would be shown on _ the 
Kstimates. As regarded the Halifax 
Dock, also mentioned by his right hon. 
friend, the Admiralty had the use of 
the dock without any responsibility for 
its upkeep and the maintenance of the 


| that Question. 
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Stir JOHN COLOMB asked whether 
the cost would be voted by the House or 
borne by the Canadian Government. 


800 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE said that the 
repairing work would be carried out when 
possible by the Royal Engineers, and 
the charge would naturally fall on the 
Vote before the Committee. The charge 


‘had only been incurred from the 3lst 
EDMUND ROBERTSON said | 


March last; and it was impossible to 
show the details at the present moment. 
He hoped, however, that the details 
would be shown in future years. 


Str JOHN COLOMB asked if the 
Royal Engineers were dolng naval work, 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE said that at the 
moment he was not able to answer 
His right hon. friend also 


| objected to certain expenditure at Whale 


Loans Bills. | 


machinery. That obviated the necessity | 


of providing a separate dock. His right 
hon. friend also wished to know what 
the expenditure was. 


Si JOHN COLOMB said that his 
request for information was based on a 
broader principle. 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE said that he 
thought it would be out of order to enter 
on the general question of naval policy. 


Sir JOHN COLOMB said his point was 
the cost of repairs at Halifax. 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE said that the 


arrangement was that the care and pre- | 


servation of the buildings and of all the 
appliances should be undertaken by local 
authorities, either the Royal Engineers 
or the Colonial Works Department. 

Mr. Arthur Lee 


| had been included. 


Island, but that was not incurred in 
connection with gunnery courses solely, 
but because the quarters were required 
for other courses. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) asked why 
£4,00) was spent before the work was 
authorised by the Hous>. 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE said it was a special 

case. It was an emergency; and the 
expenditure was incurred with the full 
sanction of the Treasury. 


Mr. WHITLEY asked if the Treasury 
were informed that the total expenditure 
would be £45,000. 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE said that the 
Treasury agreed to the whole expendi- 
ture. As regarded the argument of the 
hon. Member for East Edinburgh, they 
all recognised that expenditure should 
only be incurred with the full sanction of 


| Parliament. Sufficient money had, how- 


ever, been sanctioned for two years; and 
the Admiralty were accordingly in no way 
exceeding their powers. No new items 
A definite pledge 
had been given, not only by the represen- 
tatives of the Admiralty, but by the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer on_ that 
point. 


said that he wished the Vote would be 


| increased, 


| heard from hon. Gentlemen opposite. 





The hon. Member for Perthshire | 


Such a remark was rarely | 
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He, himself, agreed to the extent that he | statement that would be made later in 
should be very glad to sce the whole of| the session on the introduction of the 
the works expenditure shown and dis-| Loan Bill because the policy of the 
cussed together under the one head. / Government was not yet settled. 
With regard to the coaling depots which | 
had been referred to, there was no| The fact that the policy of the Govern- 
mystery about their disappearance from | ment was not yet settled affected the ques- 
the Estimates, Having been completed | tionof Rosyth. The charge against the Ad- 
no further expenditure was required upon | miralty, in which the whole House joined, 
them; and they were, accordingly, re- | was that they paid a very high price for the 
moved from the Vote. land at Rosyth as an emergency measure 
| for which no case could be made out. Dif- 
*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucestershire, | ference of opinion came in when they 
Forest of Dean) said, before going int» the | came to consider the ultimate future of 
question which was the subject-matter of | Rosyth. He admitted that in the ulti- 
the discussion, he should like to ask | mate future it would not be possible to 
whether the new buildings for the accom- | rely on Portsmouth and the Solent, and 
modation of the Explosives Cofamittee | even on Portland, as we had relied upon 
were connected with the experiments that | them in the past. We should have to 
were being carried on by the Committee | look forward to removing some of our 
to discover a less erosive form of cordite | establishments from the Channe! because 
powder. The erosive quality of the | of the rapid!y increasing dangers to navi- 
cordite was admitted, and they were told; gation in the Channel in time of war. 
last year that experiments had been made | But that was a case for deliberation and 
and that already they hal led to anjthe discussion beforehand of all the 
improvement of the cordite powder. | considerations involved, and there was 
That was a statement of a rather specu- | no case for a sudden purchase and the 
lative, but somewhat reassuring character, | payment of an extravagant price. It 
and there was naturally anxiety upon | was no secret that the Admiralty would 
the point, because, although he should not have gone on with the Rosyth scheme 
be in order in alluding to the life of the | some time ago if the Treasury had con- 
12-inch guns, every one knew that it was | sented to it, but it was not a question 
very short owing to the erosive quality of | for the Admiralty. The change of policy 
the cordite powder used. _would involve great expenditure, and 
it was therefore a policy in regard to 
He thought they were ina more hopeless | which the Treasury would have a pre- 
and muddled position than they had ever | ponderating voice. He was, therefore, 
been in before in regard to the conflict |convinced that in the Naval Works Bill 
between the Works Vote and the Naval|the proposals in regard to Rosyth, 
Works Bill. Th» confusion which had | although they might involve large ulti- 
always existed had been increased by the | mate expenditure, would not involve any 
sudden and complete change of policy | large immediate expenditure. The con- 
on the part of the Government. | fusion on this occasion was increased by 
His hon. friend the Member for Dundee | the absence from that House of any 
was Tight in his contention as to the member of the Cabinet who could give 
character of the first Loan Bill introduced | authoritive expression to the views of the 
by a Liberal Government. It was to be |Cabinet on these questions. If Lord 
an annual Bill, and a Return was to be | Goschen were still in this House and had 
laid annually before Parliament. The| been First Lord of the Admiralty he 
items had a wholly different signification | would have given to the House an ex- 
when they were supplied every year from | pression of opinion which would have 


that which they had when they were | satisfied the Committee, not perhaps that 





supplied every two years. The arrange- | he was right, but that he understood 
ment had, therefore, become hopelessly | what he was doing. They had not 
confused, and no one knew where they | that expression this evening. That 
stood as between the Loan Acts and the} was not due to want of ability on 
Works Vote. The Civil Lord had ad-! the part of hon. Members on the Front 
mitted that he could not anticipate the | 


Bench, but to the want of authority 
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which they could not in their position 
command. 
The confusion between the 


Vote and the Loans Bill was illustrated 
by the fact that the list of dockyards 


now before the House was inexplicable, 


without reference to the other list. Why 
was Wei-hai-Wei counted as a dockyard ? 
The whole range of these Votes would 
have to be considered, and they would 
have to start afresh on all this works ex- 
penditure. There was one item not in this 
Estimate at all, an item that he thought 
was very important to this Estimate. 
Jamaica was in but Bermuda was out. 
Why was it the name of Bermuda 
did not appear in the list ? 


Bermuda? He did not know what the 
future of Bermuda was to be and what 
expenditure was justified. Owing to the 
position in which they were placed it was 
hopeless for them to obtain any real in- 
formation in regard to this Vote. All 
they could do was to insist that the 
Admiralty should clear their minds as to 
their policy and should make a frank 
statement of their policy to the House. 
The Committee would expect that if they 
passed this Works Vote the Admiralty 
would come under an undertaking to make 
a statement, upon the introduction of the 
Works Pill, in the presence of representa- 
tives of the Cabinet and the Exchequer 
of the intended policy with regard to 
dockyards and naval stations abroad. 
The Committee were dealing with the 
matter in a piecemeal way which was 
unworthy of the House of Commons. 
They could not come to any proper 
conclusion on the present occasion, and 
if the Vote were passed to-day it would 
be on the understanding that, as on 
previous occasions, a statement would be 
made and an opportunity for a proper 
discussion afforded at a latcr period. 


Mr. PRETYMAN said it would not be 
in order to enter upon the question of 
policy at any length; but, though he 
could not speak with authority on matters 
of policy, he thought he might say a few 
words to induce the Committee to pass 
the Vote. The policy in regard to naval 
stations might be shortly stated. We 
had stations in all parts of the world, 
acquired where possible to meet as far as 
they could be forescen naval exigencies in 


Sir Charles Dilke, 


{COMMONS} 


Was it the, 
policy of the Government to abandon | 
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naval operations, having regard to 


possible enemies and our own resources, 


Works | 


When the bases at Jamaica, Halifax, 
Trincomalee, and Esquimalt were created, 
naval necessities in the opinion of the 
Cabinet and the Admiralty required 
under the then conditions that they 
should be maintained as bases that would 
probably be used in the event of war. 
They were therefore equipped for the 
repair of ships, and ships were kept at 
these stations and were available at all 
times. What had now happened was 
that, as a matter of policy in regard to 
preparation for instant war, they were 
not considered likely to form part of the 
field of operations and come into use 
upon a declaration of war, and therefore 
ships were no longer based upon these 
particular stations, though they visited 
them. When ships were not bused there 
it was no longer necessary to keep up 
expenditure for equipment. Facilities 
were there with permanent structures 
and machinery, but if they were not for 
present use there was no object in spend- 
ing money in maintenance, but they 
would be available if in any particular 
warlike operations it became necessaty 
to use them as a temporary base. It 
had been seen during the present war 
that the Japanese ard Russian fleets 
had used improvised temporary bases. 
If the requirements of the British Navy 
demanded the use of a station as a base, 
the plant would be there, and it would 
be equipped ; but it was not suggested 
that immediately on the outbreak of any 
war, without consideration of require- 
ments, we should immediately send out 
re-equipment. The right hon. Baronet’s 
criticism wou'd be justified if that were 
intended. It was not the intention. 
The Admiralty believed it wovld not 
be an economic policy to spend money 
on the maintenance of a base simply 
because we had it, if they did not believe 
it would be likely to be required for war. 


*Str CHARLES DILKE said there were 
such questions as trade routes and food 


‘supplies to be considered, and the whole 


of the previous policy of the Admiralty 
was concerned, but these questions could 
not now be debated. 


Mr. PRETYMAN said he was merely 





stating that, from the point of view he 











bi 
q\ 












i ee 


= SS TS CUTS lS DSS CO Se Ce 


SS SS. >! 


OE EE 











805 Navy 


had taken, the right hon. Baronct’s 
criticisms were justified. He was now 
endeavouring to state what the Ad- 
niralty policy was, not the grounds 
upon which it rested, to justify sanc- 
ton to the Vote. Bermuda was re- 
tained as a naval base, but the number 
of snips based there would be less than 
formerly; and therefore the expenditure 
upon the Bermuda establishment was 
reduced in proportion to the use to be 
made of it. As to the purchase of Rosyth, 
with great respect for the op'nion of the 
tight hon. Baronet he found a difficulty 
jn understanding what he meant when 
be objected to the sudden purchase. 


*Sirn CHARLES DILKE said he meant 
the element of suddenness as it appeared 
to have affected the price. 


Mr. PRETYMAN did 
that it had. 


not admit 


*Sin CHARLES DILKE understood that 

the high price had been defended on the 
ground of the necessity for the sudden 
purchase. 


Mr, PRETYMAN said he had never 
put forward any such suggestion. The 
pce was the best that could be obtained 
by private treaty, and information and 
experience at the disposal of the Govern- 
ment confirmed their view that resort to 
arbitration would not have been in the 
interests of economy. The purchase was 
made as part of a settled policy, and the 
Admiralty believed that a base at that 
particular point in the North Sea would 
have many advantages. He agreed with 
the right hon. Baronet as to the 
dangers of the narrow seas in time of 
wat, but Rosyth would be more exempt 
fom those dangers than Chatham. 


*Sin CHARLES DILKE: But the 
thoice did not lie entirely between Chat- 
tam and Rosyth. 


Mr. PRETYMAN said that all these 
pints were fully considered hefore the 
Admiralty came to a decision. 


Mr. MUNRO FERGUSON (Leith 
Burghs) said the difficulty which many 


Pembers felt in agreeing to this Vote 
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| Was not merely with regard to the dis- 
| tribution of the Fleet and the abandon- 
'ment of certain coaling stations, but 
the absence of control on the part of 
Parliament over this Works Vote in 
connection with expenditure under Loans 
Acts. The control of Parliament was 
purely fictitious; there was no real 
control. They did not even know where 
certain branches of expenditure were to be 
found—whether they would be met out 
of yearly revenue or out of loans. A 
longer statement from the Civil Lord to 
the Admiralty would not put the matter 
altogether right. Parliament would not 
have any real control over the money 
spent under loans unless effect were 
given to the pious opinion of the Civil 
Lord in favour of having the entire 
works expenditure properly estimated and 
laid before Parliament, so that it could 
be considered as a whole. These Loans 
Acts could not be entirely dispensed 
with. If the works at Rosyth were 
proceeded with the expenditure would 
doubtless come under an Act of this 
kind. He was not urging the expendi- 
ture at Rosyth because it represented 
a certain advantage to Scotland; he 
believed that on the whole the Admiralty 
were taking a right course; but, if the 
works were continued, there would be 
a continuance of the hopeless confusion 
which now existed, and he regretted that 
there had been no member of the Cabi- 
net present to observe the profound 
dissatisfaction which existed in the House 
with the present system of granting 
Supply to the Admiralty without any 
proper Parliamentary control over its 
expenditure. He believed that the best 
way of controlling expenditure would 


‘be by a Joint Committee of the Treasury 


and the House specially charged with 
the work. There ought to be a special 
Committee formed for that purpose. If 
they were satisfied that the country 
was getting value for its money, which 
he did not believe was so in all cases, 
these debates would be very much cur- 
tailed. He had always supported the 
Navy proposals of the Government, 
but he felt very much the responsibility 
of joining and acquiescing in the ex- 
penditure of these huge sums without 
adequate control. It was the fashion 
now to accuse Parliament of being 
extravagant, but, in regard to Votes 
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like this, the Government were encourag- 
ing extravagance by not giving the House 
adequate means of securing efficiency 
and economy in the expenditure of the 
country. There was extravagance in 
not having modern machinery in some of 
the dockyards. 





Navy 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE: May I say that 
we are remedying that under this very 
loan expenditure ? 


Mr. MUNRO FERGUSON said that 
he joined in a vote against one of the 
churches in this Act not long ago because 
he thought that church was not needed, 
and because he thought the existing 
accommodation was adequate for the 
religious discipline of the troops. He 
thought also that the expenditure upon 
barracks had been extravagant. At any 
rate, he thought those who were respon- 
sible for this enormous expenditure when 
economy was so urgently required were 
not justified in agreeing to this system of 
presenting public accounts without enter- 
ing a strong protest against it. In no 


country in the world did they find so un- | 
over finance as | 


He | 


businesslike a control 
they did under this particular Vote. 
thought if they had a strong Committee 
they would be able to evolve some sound 
system of finance. 


Mr. JOHN HOWARD (Kent, Faver- 
sham) said he desired to ask the Secretary 
to the Admiralty two Questions. In the 
first place had the Admiralty decided 
to remove the School of Gunnery from 
Sheerness to Chatham ; and, secondly, 
he wished to know when the Torpedo 
School to take its place was going to be 
started at Sheerness ? 


said a two- 


Mr. BLACK (Banffshire) 


fold complaint had been made of the | 
present system of the Admiralty, and | 


the Civil Lord had given the Committee 


an assurance that the system complained | 
asked | 


of would not be repeated. He 
what hindered the introduction of the 
Naval Works Loan Bill at an earlier 
period of the session, and prevented 
the Bill being considered on previous | 
occasions, 
doubt in the mind of the Admiralty 
regarding their policy towards naval 
works. He hoped that the Government, 


Mr, 


Munro Ferguson. 
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having been squeezed by a landlord in 
Rosyth, would not now be bullied by 
their supporters into abandoning what 
was considered an advantageous policy, 
viz., the establishment of a naval base 
in the northern parts of these islands, 
and concentrating the base of the Fleet 
in these islands instead of its being 
scattered all over the world. He should 
not like it to go abroad that they ob- 
jected to the general policy of estab- 
lishing a naval base at Rosyth. Their 
objection to the policy of the Admiralty 
in this instance was, first, that they paid 
far too much money for the site, and 





There appeared to be some | 


|secondly, that they bought the site far 
too early, and in advance of their require- 
ments. The justification advanced by 
the Government for paying the high 
price of eighty-five years purchase 
was that there was a feuing value of the 
land. He had been there personally 
and investigated the matter, and he 
found that the total feving value was 
to be measured by one year’s purchase. 
The Government had paid two and a- 
half times as much as they would have 
paid had the matter gone to arbitration. 


The hon. Member for Inverness had 
referred to Naval Reserve batteries and 
the Civil Lord had told them that the 
matter was under the consideration of 


'the Admiralty. He hoped that before 
ithe debate was concluded they would 
'have some indication from the Admuir- 


| alty as to their policy with regard to the 
Naval Reserves. It was a branch of the 
service which it was very desirable to 
encourage. It enabled persons. skilled 
in handling ships and in seafaring mat- 
ters to train during the time they were 
not engaged in their occupations, so that 
they had in this system the best form 
_of civilian contribution to the Navy. 
He hoped that the Admiralty would, 
in establishing Naval Reserve batteries 
|in the future, follow the seafaring popu 
lation. In one case the Admiralty had 
failed to do this, but it was to be desired 
‘that future batteries should be estab 
lished in the centre of a seafaring and 
fishing population. He noticed that a 
i sum of £6,000 was put down for dredging 
at Wei-hai-Wei. That expenditure was 
surely a little premature as_ matters 


there was 


| 

| 

| 

He 
}at present stood in the Far Kast. 

| understood 


that our tenure 
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somewhat precarious, and that when 


matters settled down at the end of the | 


present war there would be room for con- 
siderable readjustment in the Eastern Seas. 
He hoped that some satisfactory reason 
would be forthcoming for this expenditure 
at Wei-hai-Wei, because he understood 
that the place had been practically 
abandoned for naval purposes. The 
hon. Member for Leith Burghs had 
referred to the item for churches on 
these Estimates. He hoped to have 
some assurance that these churches 
would not be allowed to go from the 
control of the Admiralty; and that 
they would be left free for occupation 
by any religious bodies that found it 
necessary to use them, and would not be 
set apart for the exclusive use of any one 
communion. 


Sir JOHN COLOMB asked whether 
the Secretary to the Admiralty was pre- 
pared to give the Committee the items 
of the reductions due to the change of 
naval policy. The proposals in regard 
to Esquimault and Halifax disclosed 
to his mind most clearly that the Ad- 
miralty were shutting their eyes entirely 
to the development of sea war power 
in the United States. This disclosed 
a grave state of things. He thought 
the hon. Gentleman would find that the 
Admiralty were deliberately leaving out 
of contemplation the contingency that 
might arise owing to the fact that at 
present the increase of naval war power 
was going on in the United States and 
not in Kurope. 


Mr. BENN (Devonport) said it 
seemed to him that they should not pass 
this Vote unless they had a little more 


information as to the policy of the Govern- | 


ment with regard to shipbuilding. If 
there was to be a fundamental change 
of policy with regard to shipbuilding, 
that was to say, if the shipbuilding yards 
were to be turned into repairing shops, 
that change would affect the works for 
which they were asked to vote money 
at this moment, 


Tae DEPUTY-CHATRMAN : T think 


that should come up on another Vote. 


Mr. BENN said one of the items in 
the present Vote had to do with the 
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| foundations for machines, and that was 
the very point to which he was directing 
the attention of the Committee. If 
the policy which was foreshadowed in 
Lord Selborne’s Memorandum obtained, 
it must largely affect the money they 
were asked to vote with regard to these 
works. His concern arose out of the 
statement by Lord Selborne that the 
first business of the Royal dockyards 
was to keep the Fleet in repair, and 
that, accordingly, the amount of new 
work allotted to these dockyards should 
be subordinated to these matters. The 
Committee ought to know before they 
voted this money whether the policy 
of the Government was to maintain 
these yards as shipbuilding yards as 
heretofore. 


THe DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN : I think 
the hon. Gentleman’s remarks must come 
on another Vote. 


Mr. WHITLEY moved a_ reduction 
of £510, which was the amount pro- 
posed to be spent on Wei-hai-Wei. 
There was also on the Estimates an item 
of £6,000 for works to be carried out at 
that place. He thought it was time that 
this make-believe was put a stop to. Of 
course they all knew that Wei-hai-Wei 
had been an immense mistake. The Gov- 
ernment had acknowledged it. It was at 
first intended, they were told, to be used 
as a great fortified station in the Far 
East, and it was to be a set-off against 
the taking of Port Arthur which the 
Government had allowed to go, but to 
which result they largely contributed 
_by the withdrawal of the British ships 
‘then at Port Arthur. He did think 
it was time to remove all expenditure at 
Wei-hai-Wei from the Estimates. They 
had been told once or twice that this 
was to be used as a health resort in the 
Far East—a bathing establishment. for 
officers or something of that kind. Of 
course they all knew what that meant. 
It was an easy way for the Government 
to let themselves down and to prevent 
them confessing the huge mistake they 
had made. Now they had _ practically 
given up this policy of bluff. Rosyth 
was practically the same thing. The Gov- 
ernment went in for Rosyth im response 
;to certain German newspapers which 
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were making a great fuss. Now the peesonpanonny port it was hopeless because 
Government had got over their fit of the | there were no railways to it. If it was 
blues and were going in for a more reason- important as a great matter of policy 
able policy in naval matters. Therefore to retain Wei-hai-Wei, then it would be 
let them make a clean sheet and remove | necessary to spend millions, but to spend 
this kind of thing from the Estimates. small items for which we got no return 
The sum of £510 was not large, and it was a pure waste of money. He hoped 
could not do much good. There was the Committee by voting for the Amend- 
one man at Wei-hai-Wei at £1 per ment would protest against this frittering 
week. He did not know whether he away of the public resources. 
was an Englishman or a Chinaman, or 
whether living was particularly cheap' *Mr. ARTHUR LEE said the hon. 
in that part of the British Empire, but Member for Halifax had asked why the 
it was very small remuneration. Why station at Wel-hai-Wei was maintained. 
could not the Government have the The whole question of the policy with 
courage to strike off the item and ac- regard to Wei-hai-Wei had been fully 
knowledge that it was a great mistake debated in the House on many occa- 
to make such a flourish of trumpets. sions. There had been a change of 
It was practically annexing a slice of policy with regard to that place in one 
China, and who knew how much that respect only. It was no longer to be 
had to do in bringing about the Boxer maintained as a fortified naval base, but 
trouble and the present war in the Far it was being maintained asa sanatorium 
East as well. It was certainly lending for use by the Fleet on the China station. 
a hand in the scramble that began for The hon. Member for Halifax made fun 
territory in China at that time. Now of that, but he would not make fun of 
that they had abandoned their original it if he had ever lived on that station 
policy there they ought to take the item and realised the necessity for a healthy 
off the Estimates. anchorage for the Fleet during the 
_worst season of the year. It was a 
Motion made, and Question proposed, | place also where exercises could be 
“That Item A (Salaries and Allowances | carried out on shore. The men went 
of Superintending Officers and others) be there for rifle practice. It had been 
reduced by £510.’—(Mr. Whitley.) of the greatest possible value to the 
; health of the Fleet on that station, as had 


': Mr. BRIGHT (Shropshire, Oswestry) been shown by the reduction of the 
said it could not be supposed that Wei- umber of men on the sick list. No 
hai-Wei was a strength to the Empire. 2&W works were going on there, but it 
lf it was, they must spend more money , WS found desirable to maintain the 
on it. There had been too much or too | dredging. 

little spent on it during the time they had iti 

had it. He amie the Government Mr. iia : What depth is to be 
might be congratulated on the fact that dredged 
these Estimates were £1,000 less than 
the Secretary to the Admiralty in reply | 
to a Question said they would be. What § ° 
was the use of spending any money at 
all on this place? Nobody supposed 
that it could be made a really strong | 

place by the expenditure of a few thousand | : —" 

pounds a year. ‘The particular Vote) *Mr. ARTHUR LEE: There are 
which they were objecting to at the pre- | cruisers and other ships which must 
sent moment was in regard to dredging, | have a sufficient depth of water. 

the amount to be spent being £6,000. | 

He should like to know to what depth Mr. WHITLEY said there were several 
the dredging was to be undertaken other items on the Votes for Wei-hai-Wel. 
and what advantage was to be gained | Could the hon. Gentleman tell the Com- 
by it. Was it for naval or commercial | mittee what was the total expenditure, 
purposes ? He understood that as a capital and annual, for that place ! 


Mr, Whitley. 





*Mr. ARTHUR LEE: I cannot say the 
xact depth at the moment. 


Mr. BRIGHT: What advantage is to 
| be derived from the dredging ? 
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*Sir CHARLES DILKE said no one | be dredging a sanatorium at Wei-hai- 
could deny for a moment the value of | Wei, and some answer was necessary. 
a health station for the Fleet in the|Last year it was said that it had 


Far East. 


There were two such stations | been decided to hold Wei-hai-Wei as 


in the Mediterranean on foreign terri- | a peace and health resort where the Fleet 


tory, and we had a naval hospital 
in a third place, also foreign, Wei- 
hai-Wei was Chinese territory and was 
only acquired on lease so long as 
Port Arthur was occupied by Russia. 
At the time of its acquisition it was 
pointed out that Wei-hai-Wei was 
subject to torpedo attack and that it 
could not be made a war station but a 
peace station. Now, Port Arthur was not 
likely to be retained by Russia, and it 
seemed to him that Wei-hai-Wei should 
not be detained in our hands. It was 
totally unnecessary and should be re- 
turned to China. In his opinion, we 
ought to make arrangements with the 
Chinese Government to secure the use 
of it in time of peace as a health resort, 
the same as we did in regard to our Medi- 
terranean stations in Turkish territory. 


|into Wei-hai- Wei 





could go in hot weather; for exercise 


| of the crews on shore ; where 6,000 tons 
| of coal could be kept ; and where a hos- 


pital and canteen could be established. 
They could quite understand that. He 
believed that there was not the least 
difficulty in sending a battleship now 
Harbour. The only 
difficulty was that the whole Fleet could 
not go in there and anchor ; and perhaps 
that was the object of the dredging. 
Why this waste of money? Had the 
harbour silted up? and was this ex- 
penditure of £6,000 to be incurred every 
year on an unfortified base ? 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) 
said that by arrangement with China it 
was agreed that we should give back 


| Wei-hai-Wei to that country and only 
| hold it as long as Russia held Port Arthur. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said that the | They knew that, as the result of the war, 
Government had now given up Wei-hai- | Russia would not hold Port Arthur ; 
Wei as a naval station and had kept it| and therefore the Government were 


asa sanatorium. What had dredgers to | 
Moreover, for | 


do with a sanatorium 2 


wasting money in any expenditure on 
Wei-hai-Wei. He thought that before 


years past, large vessels had used Wei- | the Vote was taken the Committee ought 


hai-Wei, and dredging was therefore un- 
necessary. All the accommodation that 
was required there was for the men 
ashore. The only use to which Wei-hai- 
Wei could be put in any sense was as a 
port to which to bring invalids. Had the 
Government got to the bottom of their 


mind in regard to whether they were | 


going to make of Wei-hai- Wei a Chinese 
Plymouth ¢ The only purpose for which 
they required dredging was to give that 
perfect accommodation for large battle- 
ships which was required at a naval base. 
He was very glad indeed at the change 
in the policy in regard to Wei-hai- Wei 
as they understood it. He was only 
surprised that some one did not move a 
reduction in the Vote for Rosyth, for there 
they did not know fully the policy of the 
Government. But in regard to Wei-hai- 
Wei they knew what the Government 
policy was. 


Mr, COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 
fordshire, Lichfield) said he could 





hot quite understand why we should 


to have some sort of explanation on that 
point. 


Mr. MOONEY (Dublin County, 8.) 
said there were several sub-heads “all 
over the place” about Wei-hai-Wei. 
Could the hon. Gentleman say what the 
annual and capital cost of this sana- 
torium would be ? 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE said he could 
not answer that Question because it 
would not be in order, as these other 
Votes were not under discussion. All 
he could say was that Wei-hai-Wei 
was being maintained as a sanatorium 
for the exercise of the men of the 
China Fleet when they were ashore, and 
for rifle practice. It was necessary to 
dredge the anchorage to accommodate 
the Fleet when it went into the harbour. 
If it was the policy of the Government 
at the conclusion of the war in the Far 
Kast to hand back Wei-hai-Weito China, 
this expenditure would cease. 
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Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN (Galway) said 
that the Civil Lord of the Admiralty was 
wandering completely away from the 
subject. There was on the Vote a sum 
of £510 for a civil engineer at Wei-hai- 
Wei. The Civil Lord said that the Vote 
for Wei-hai-Wei was £6,000 for dredging, 
but why was there this £510 for a civil 
engineer? Was that civil engineer at- 
tached to the dredger, or was he attached 
to the sanatorium, or was he dredging 
baths for the sailors of the Fleet ¢ 
The Committee was entitled to an ex- 
planation regarding this expenditure. 
He arrived at the House that day anxious 
to support the Government; but under 
the circumstances he could not vote 
for money which was thrown away on 
dredging at Wei-hai-Wei, although it 
was badly required elsewhere. It would 
be interesting to know what the civil 
engineer was engaged in out there. 


{COMMONS} 
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*Mr. ARTHUR LEE said that the hon. 
Member could not have heard his state. 
ment. 
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Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN said it was 
because of the hon. Gentleman’s state- 
ment that he intended to vote against 
the Government. 


Mr. BLACK said that the Committee 
should have more information as to why 
£6,000 was being spent on a dredger 
at Wei-hai-Wei which was apparently 
employing a hundred men, 


Mr. MOONEY said that evidently the 
Civil Lord to the Admiralty had no infor. 
mation with reference to the increase in 
the Vote. Surely further information 
was required. 


Question put. 





The Committee divided :—Ayes, 118; Noes, 202, 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 

Ainsworth, John Stirling 

Allen, Charles P. 

Ambrose, Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Atherley-Jones, L. 

Austin, Sir John 

Barlow, John E ore 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bell, Rin Hise 

Benn, John Williams 

Black, Alexander William 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 

Caldwell, James 

Causton, Richard Knight 

Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 

Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 

Crombie, John William 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Delany, William 

Devlin, Charles Ramsay(Galway 

Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh.) 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 

Dillon, John f= # 

Ponelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 

Duncan, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 

llice, ge = — Andrw’sBghs 

Esmonde, Thomas 

Kvans, rset T’. (Glamorgan) 

Farrell, James Patrick 

Ffreach, Peter 





| Kearley, Hudson E. 
| Kil bride, 
| Kitson, Sir James 

| Labouchere, Henry 


AYES. 


Findlay, Alexander (Lanark, NE 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 


| Flavin, Michael Joseph 
| Flynn, James Christopher 
| Gladstone, Rt. Hn. HerbertJohn 


Grant, Corrie 

Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Harcourt, Lewis 

Hardie, J. Keir (MerthyrTydvil) 


| Harrington, ‘Timothy 


Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 


| Higham, John Sharp 
| Hobhouse, 


(. KE. H.( Bristol, E.) 
Holland, Sie William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson, John 

Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Joyce, Michael 


= 


Denis 


Lamont, Norman 

Law, Hugh Alex.(Donegal, W.) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 


| Lundon, W. 


MacNeill, John Gordon Swift! 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Crae, George 


M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Hugh, Patrick 


(Division List No, 
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M‘Kean, John 
M‘hillop, W. (Sligo, North) 

Mooney, John J. 

Murphy, John 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Col.John P.(Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’ Brien Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N. 
O'Connor, James (Wicklow,W.) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) | 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O’ Dowd, John 
O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Kelly, James( Roscommon, N. 
O'Malley, William 
O’Maro, James 
Parrott, William 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 

Richards, Thomas(W.Monm th) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Roche, John 
toe, Sir Thomas 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spencer, Rt. Hn C.R.(Northants 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Sullivan, Donal 


Taylor, ‘Cheodore C. (Radcliffe) 
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Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr) 
Toulmin, George 

Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Alihusen, Augustus Henry Eden 
Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sie William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hn. Sir H. 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

talfour, Rt. Hn. A. J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. G. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn.Gerald W( Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Barry, Sir Francis T. (Windsor 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Jhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Golonel Henry 
joscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Bowles, T.Gibson( King’s Lynn) 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bull, William James 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell, Rt. Hn.J.A.(Glasgow 
Campbell, J... M.( Dublin Univ. 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.G.W. (Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.A(Woro. 
Chapman, Edward 

Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colomb, Rt. Hon. Sir John G.R. 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Uorbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig, Charles Curtis (Antrim,S. 
Cross, Alexander, (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb.Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Dalryiaple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, Rt. Hn. Sir Joseph G. 
Dixon-Hartland,Siri’red Dison 
Doughty, Sir ¢ reorge 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Dake, Henry Edward 

Everton, Hon. A. de ‘Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 

Fellowes, Rt HnAilwyakdward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. Sir J.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
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White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Young, Samuel 


NOES. 


Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, SirR. B.(Invern’ssB’ghs 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose 
Fitzroy, Hon. EdwardAlgernon 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Philip S( Warwick,S. W. 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 

Godson, SirAugustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hn. J. E( Elgin & Nairn 
Gordon, Maj.Evanz(‘I’r H’mlets 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene, Sir EW(B rySEdm’nds 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Gunter, Sir Robert 

Hamilton, Marg.of (L’nd’ndery 
Harris, F. Leverton(Tynem’th) 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, SirJames(Staffords. NW 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Sir A.(Stafford, W.) 
Hope, J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard,John(Kent,Faversham 
Hozier, Hon. James HearyCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jebb, Sir Richard Glaverhouse 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T.(Denbigh) 
Kimber, Sir Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Sir Joseph(Monm’th 
Lawrence, Win. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant( Yorks. NR 
Lee, Arthur H( Hants., Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S. 
Lockwood, Licut.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Col.Charles W.( Evesham 
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| TELLERS FOR THE AYES+Mr 
J. H. Whitley and Mr. 
Bright. 


Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 

Murray, Col. Wyndkam (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 

0’ Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Peel, Hn. W. Robert Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, GC. Guy 

Randles, John 8. 

tasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Xenshaw, Sir Charles Bine' 
tenwick, George 

Ridley, S. Forde 

Ritchie, Rt. Hon.Chas. Thomson 
Xobertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 

topner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seton- Karr, Sir Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 


, Shaw-Stewart, Sir H.( Renfrew) 
| Sloan, Thomas Henry 
| Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 


Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Hon. Arthur( Ormskirk 


| Stanley, FdwardJas.(Somerset) 
| Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord(Lanes.) 
| Stewart, Sie Mark J. M*Taggait 
| Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 

| Stock, James Henry 


Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,S) | 
| Tull, Charles 

| Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 

| Luke, Sir John Batty 

| Vincent, Col.Sir C. EH(Sheffield 
| Walker, Col. William Hall 


Lonsdale, Jonn Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 

M Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M'lver,Sir Lewis( Edinburgh VW. 
Majendie, James A. H. 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, RtHnSirHE.(Wigt’n) 
Maxwell, W J.H.( Dumfriesshire 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Mitchell, William (Burnley) 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moore, William 

Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamstow 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 





Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Lalbot, Lord KE. (Chichester) 
Taylor, Austin (Kast Toxteth) 
Yomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 


Valrond, Rt. Hn.SirWiliiamH. 
Warde, Colonel C. EB. 

Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt-Col. A.C. E.(Taunton 
Welby, Sir Charles G. E. (Notts. 
Wharton, Rt. Hn. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 


Wilson-Todd, Sir W. H.( Yorks, 
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Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. KE. R.( Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
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Wrightson, Sir Thomas 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER drew 
attention to a reduction on Item C., 
the item dealing with the official 
residences in Gibraltar. Originally it 
was, he said, intended to spend 
£10,500 on these official residences, but 
the officials having been done away 
with the official residences were not now 
required. £2,000 of the money had not 
been spent, but the hon. Gentleman in 
respect to this said the Admiralty could 
not leave these houses with their roofs off 


but would have to finish them before | 


selling them off. Seeing that 82 per cent. 
of the money had been spent he was in- 
clined to think it was not so much a 
matter of roofs as of decoration, which 
his experience told him it was better to 
leave undone until the houses were sold. 
He did not see what object would be 
gained by spending this money, and 
thought that this item should be struck 
off the Estimates, therefore he begged to 
move the reduction of the Vote, Item 
C., by £2,000. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That Item C (Dockyards Abroad) be 
reduced by £2,000."—(Mr. Courtenay 
Warner.) 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE said there was 
nothing more to be said about this 
matter than had already been said, 
except that the Government were 
under contract obligations. They had 
entered into a contract which involved 
this money being spent on these houses, 
and he did not suppose the hon. Gentle- 
man desired them to default. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER said 
that if that was so he would not press the 
reduction. He nevertheless considered 
it was a most improper way of arranging 
matters, and he thought the Government 
ought not to have placed themselves in 
the position of having to pay for work 
from which they could not possibly 
derive any benefit. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


{COMMONS} 


Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hn. George 

Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart | Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 
| Younger, William 
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TELLERS FOR THE Nogs—Sip 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


Mr. WHITLEY said he had puta 
notice of Motion on the Paper to reduce 
Item D. by £550. This sum was asked 
for for the purpose of the cold-meat 
store at Gibraltar. The Committee was 
cognisant of the scandal in reference 
to this cold-meat store, the short history 
of which was that the Admiralty started 
out to build an ammunition store at an 
estimated cost of £20,000. When nearly 
completed they discovered that the 
building was in the first place well within 
the range of any enemy that might come 
along, and in the second it was too damp 
to store ammunition in. They then 
proceeded to turn it into a cold-meat 
store at a cost of £47,000. It was ad- 
mitted by the Admiralty that it had 
been a mistake from beginning to end, 
and under the circumstances he moved 
that the item might be struck out of the 
Votes. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That Item D (Victuailing Yards) be 


reduced by £550." —(Mr. Whitley.) 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) asked whether 
the Secretary to the Admiralty did not 
propose to give some explanation with 
regard to this. He pointed out that a 
few days ago the House had had to listen 
to a lecture from the hon. Baronet the 
Member for Islington, who had told them 
that discussions in this House had no 
effect on the Estimates. He denied that 
that was the case. It was Votes such as 
those that they were discussing that the 
Committee ought to turn their attention 
to with the view of reducing that expendi- 
ture. The effect of the discussions in 
the House was felt by the officials 
who prepared these Estimates. It was 


more effectively felt under the old system — 


before the new rules were brought into 
operation, but even now he had not the 
slightest doubt that the dread of 
exposure of carelessness or corruption 
of any kind which led to large sums of 


money being wasted in this way greatly | 


affected the officials who prepared these 
Estimates. It wason these large Votes that 
the leakages took place and not upon the 
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small and necessary increases such as they 
had discussed recently for the ventilation 
of the House. It was absurd to say that 
a small increase for ventilation or even the 
drainage of the House went to swell the 
Estimates. It was the Military and 
Naval Estimates that were to be blamed 
for these preventable it creases, and it was 
an amazing thing to him that after the 
statement of the hon. Member for Halifax 
the officials of the Admiralty should 
make no attempt to give any explanation. 
It was well known that enormous waste 
took place under this Vote, because it was 
an inevitable law that when one spent 
borrowed money there was an infinitely 
steater amount of carelessness as to the 
obligations that were undertaken than 
would be the case if the works had to be 
paid for year by year according to what 
That was the main argument 
of those who opposed this policy of Loan 
Bills when it was first introduced ten 
years previously. He thought hon. Mem- 
bers representing the Admiralty had no 
right to allow the Committee to go to a 
division without replying to such criti- 
cisms as those made by the hon. Mem- 
ber for Halifax, 


Navy 


was done. 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE said he did not 
gather that the Deputy-Chairman had 
actually put the Question with regard 
to the specific matter under consideration. 


Mr. DILLON said the Deputy-Chair- 
man had actually put the Question and 
he rose to draw attention to the fact. 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE said he did not 
understand so. This Vote had been on 
the Estimates for vears and this dis- 
cussion had taken place for several years. 
It was one of those matters carried out 
not by the Admiralty, but by the War 
Office under the dual system, and the 
Admiralty were not in possession of the 
details of the progress of the works, nor 
had the Admiralty any control over the 
progress of the work, 


Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport) said the 
hon. Geatleman who had just sat 
down had made the most extraordinary 
speech that had ever been made in 
this House by an Admiralty official. | 
VOL. CXLVI, [FPourrn Series. ] 
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When the hon. Gentleman joined the 
Admiralty he thought he would be a 
credit to the Department, but if that 
was the only reply he could make to a 
serious criticism of this sort the sooner 
the hon. Gentleman resigned his 
position the better it would be. It 
was not fair that they should be re- 
ferred to some other Department which 
was not before them at the present 
moment. It was a scandal for them to 
be told by the hon. Gentleman in that 
cavalier way that they had better wait 
for the War Office Vote. That was not 
treating the House in the way it ought to 
be treated. The hon. Gentleman did not 
appear competent to deal with these 
discussions, for when he was asked a very 
simple question about the depth of the 
dredging he replied that he thought it 
would be deep enough to take a battleship. 
Did the hon. Member know the draught 
required for a battleship ¢ He generally 
tried to avoid making a personal attack 
and he was sorry if his warmth had 
carried him away on this occasion, but 
it excited his indignation to hear the hon 
Member stand up in the House and in 
that cavalier way say if thev wanted to 
know that he would refer them to the 
Army Votes. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER thought 
the Admiralty ought to know some- 
thing about the way this money had 


been spent. The hon. Member re- 
presenting the Admiralty said they 
did not know anything about it. 
because the money had been spent 
by the War Office, but it was 
Admiralty money and it was the 
business of the Admiralty to know 
how the money had been spent. The 


representatives of the Admiralty ought to 
take more interest in questions which had 
been pressed upon them and they ought 
to control their own expenditure. The 
Admiralty were paying £32,000 of this 
sum and the War Office £26,000, and he 
wished to know why the Admiralty were 
paying the lion’s share of this money. 
Apparently the Civil Lord was not aware 
of that, because he said they were paying 
half and half. They wanted this ex- 
penditure explained. There had been a 
great waste of Government money and 


| they wished to know what reason there 


was for continuing this waste. 
2G 
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Navy 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkealdy Burghs) 
said he did not think they ought to go to 
a division with only the statement thev 
had had from the Civil Lord of the Ad- 
miralty. His experience in Parliament 
had been that a Minister got his Votes 


quicker if he gave the fullest information. | 


The hon. Member must recognise, however, 
that the fullest information had not been 
given in reply to the Questions put to him. 


They blamed him for not having the | 
representative of the War Office present | 


Was 


to explain this expenditure. It 
al- 


obviously a War Office question 
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Mr. DILLON said the Admiralty were 
paying their share of the cost of the work, 
and therefore the hon, Gentleman ought 
| to have informed himself in regard to 
all the items in the Estimates so as to 
be able to explain to the House, on his 





though it had not been explained how | 


the whole matter had been arranged. 
A large portion of this money was for 


an ammunition store, and he wished to | 


know who was officially responsible 
for the expenditure of this money in the 
first instance, which had been 
without any adequate result. It was 
admitted that a large amount of 
money had been speut by the Admiralty 


spent | 


in a useless fashion, because what was | 
once an ammunition store was going to | 


be turned into a meat store. 


the explanation as to the War Office not | 


being represented in order to give the 
information asked for. 


Mr. PRETYMAN said that this was 
really a War Office matter, and 
thought it was a good principle that each 
Department should be responsible for 
its own acts. As he did not wish to 


make a second-hand explanation when | 


they might have it first-hand he had 
sent for the Financial Secretary to the 
War Office and hoped that he would give 
the Committee an explanation of the 
point. 


on the War Office Votes. 


Mr. DALZIEL said the 
readily accepted the explanation of the 
hon, Gentleman, but in a matter ef this 
kind he could not give a guarantee that 


it would be discussed on a future occa- | 


sion. The odds were that this particular 
question would net be raised at all on 
the Army Estimates. The explanation 
was not satisfactory, 
representative of the War Office would 


arrive soon and give 


and he hoped the 


What was | 


he | 


But in any case they would-have | 
an opportunity of discussing the matter | 


Committee | 


own responsibility, the peculiar circum- 
| stances in connection with this Estimate, 
He thought it would be generally ad- 
mitted that this system of works under- 
taken jointly by the War Office and the 
Admiralty with divided responsibility 
ought to be stopped. Nothing was more 
| calculated to cause confusion and waste 
than to have work such as the Com- 
/mittee were now discussing under the 
|joint control of these Departments. 
| There was no real reason to render such 
| joint responsibility necessary. He had 
taken the trouble to get the War Office 
Estimates, and the peculiarity of this 
Vote increased enormously when the 
Estimates of the two Departments were 
compared. In the Navy Estimates the 
total cost of this cold-meat store was put 
down at £47,300, a most astonishing 
figure for a cold-meat store, and in a 
| note it was stated that the Admiralty’s 


| share was £32,000 and the War Depart- 
| ment’s share £26,000, making a total of 
£58,000. In the Army Estimates, on 
the other hand, the item was described 
|as the conversion of the North Gorge 
magazine into a frozen-meat store, and 
the cost was given at £48,700, or £1,000 
more than was entered in the Navy Vote. 
A note was added saving that half the 
cost would be borne ty the Admiralty. 
| That was totally at variance with the 
statement in the Navy Estimates. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 
‘THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. Bromiey 
| Davenport, Cheshire, Macclesfield) said 
he did not anticipate that this question 


would be raised, otherwise he should 
have been there, and he weuld have in- 
| formed himself more carefuily than be 


had been able to do as to ail the facts. 

| He might remind the Committee that 
| the corresponding figures would gappear 
|in the Army Estimates, and that there 
| would be another opportunity of discuss- 
| ing the matter. 


Mr. DALZIEL: You cannot cuarantee 


fuller information. | that. 
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Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT said 
he was not quite sure whether the com- 
plaint was that the original cost of the 
construction of this store was unneces- 
sarily high or whether it was that the 
cost of its conversion was too high. 


Mr. DILLON said his point was that 
the cost, even if it were for the construc- 
tion of tie building, was extra ordinary 
and required explanation ; secondly, that 
if it were for its conversion it was pre- 
posterous ; and, thi.dly, that the figures 
of the two Estimates did not correspond. 


Me. BROMLEY DAVENPORT said 
the word “‘ conversion”’ was misleading. 
[he expenditure was for the building of 
the whole work, and very costly work too. 
The building was originally intended for an 
ammunition store, but while the work was 
proceeding it was ascertained that the 
place was likely to be too damp for that 
purpose. and accordingly it was con- 
demned. The building involved an im- 
mense amount of excavation and tun- 
nelling, and everybody who knew any- 
thing about work of that kind knew that 
it was impossible to estimate the cost 
exactly. Asa matter of fact it was found 
that there were fissures in the rocks 
which allowed water to come in and 
which involved a great deal of pumping; 
and there was a variety of other causes 
why the building cost a great deal more 
than was originally estimated. He 
agreed as to the undesirability of two 
Departments being responsible for one 
work, but in this case the only Depart- 
ment responsible was the War Office. 
The only way in which the Admiralty 
came into the matter was that, as they 
were to have a share in the use of the 
building, it was agreed that they should 
bear half the cost. As to the variation 
in the figures, there was no real disagree- 
ment between the two sets of Estimates. 
The total cost of the building was £47,800. 
(Oppostrton cries of ‘ £48,700.”] Yes, 
but in the Navy Votes other figures 
were given, because other subsidiary ser- 
vices were included which, in the Army 
Estimates, were shown quite separately. 


Mr. DILLON said that the War Office 
tstimate gave the sum as £48,700 for the 
conversion of the magazine, 


whereas 
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the Navy Estimate gave it as £47,200 
for the construction of the magazine. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: I 
thought it was in the Estimates at 
£47,800; and I can see no variation. 


Mr. DILLON: 
Member say that ? 

{Here the hon. Member for East Mayo 
left his seat, walked down the gangway, 
crossed the floor. and laid before the 
hon. Member for Macclestield the White 
paper. | 


How can the hon. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT said 
he was extremely sorry not to be in a 
position to deal with this matter as he 
would like to do, but there would be 
another opportunity of doing so. He, 
however, assured the hon. Member that 
there was no variation in the figures 
whatever, except in respect of subsidiary 
services. The total amount of expendi- 
ture on this building would be divided 
equally between the two Departments. 
He did not contest that the building 
was very expensive} but it was of a char- 
acter which it was impossible to judge 
of beforehand. 


Mr. DALZIEL said they were all glad 
of the intervention of the hon. Gentleman 
even at that late hour, but he was not at 
all satisfied with the explanation which 
he had given. He thought the Com- 
mittee, before this Vote was allowed to 
pass, were entitled to information as 
to the War Office official who was re- 
sponsible for the extraordinary biunde~ 
of recommending the building of a 
magazine on an unsuitable site. Who 
made the inquiry? Who sanctioned the 
expenditure ? Explanation of every item 
which came before the Committee was 
shelved. He suggested that the Com- 
mittee should adjourn until after the 
dinner hour to allow the hon. Gentleman 
to get information on this matter. 
The hon. Gentleman was very anxious 
that the War Office should have the fuil 
credit for this blunder; and he did not 
think the Civil Lord of the Admiralty 
was very anxious to divide the glory 
with him. On every side the Committee 
saw an enormous waste of money, and 
they had no information to justify this 
vast expenditure. The hon. Member 
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for King’s Lynn, who went out to Gibral- | 
tar as a special representative of the | 
Government, might have had time to | 
look into this matter. If so, would | 
he give the Committee some guidance ? | 


Mr. PRETYMAN said he quite appre- 
ciated the observations which had been 
made as to the enormous expenditure on 
this building; but, in palliation or 
justification of that expenditure, 
desired to remind the Committee that the 
cold stores had been built on such a 
scale as to provide for the whole require- 
ments of the garrison, both naval and | 
military, in the event of the isolation | 
of the fortress. Half the cost would | 
be borne by the respective services. 


Mr. GODDARD (Ipswich) said he | 
thought they ought to have an assurance 
from the Admiralty, in view of what | 
had already taken place, that the building, | 
when completed, would be really suitable | 
for the purpose for which it was now 
intended. 


*Mr. BILL (Staffordshire, Leek) said he 
had seen these stores, and could assure the | 
Committee that it was the opinion of | 
everybody connected with the Army 
and Navy at Gibraltar that stores better 
placed and better fitted for the purpose 
could not possibly have been devised. 
The stores were so situated that they 
were absolutely protected from any | 
hostile Power. No better refrigerating | 
stores could be possibly provided. 


WARNER said 
learn from the hon, 
Gentleman that the stores were so. 
good. That was some consolation for | 
all the money that was being spent 
on them. The Estimate which had 
been submitted was, however, admittedly | 
wrong. It was now 
be obsolete and was by no means a 
clear statement. Apart from that, he 
wished to know who was responsible for 
recommending the place as suitable for 
a magazine. 


Mr. 


was giad to 


COURTENAY 


he 


acknowledged to | 


And, it beingghalf-past Seven of the 
clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


_ Mr. Dalziel, 
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The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the 
Chairman of Ways and Means from 
the remainder of this day’s Sitting, 
owing to indisposition, 


Whereupon Mr. JEFFREYS, the Deputy- 
Chairman, took the Chair as Deputy. 
Speaker, pursuant to the Standing Order, 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again 
this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 
SUPPLY [7r# ALLoTTED Day}. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. Jevrreys (Hampshire, N.) In the 
Chair. ] 


NAVY ESTIMATES, 1905-6. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £1,905,200, 
be granted to His Majesty, to defray the 
Expense of Works, Buildings, and Repairs 
at Home and Abroad, including the 
cost of Superintendence, Purchase of 
Sites, Grants in Aid, and other charges 
connected therewith, which will come 
in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1906.” 


Mr. WHITLEY said he rose to renew 
his Motion for the reduction of item D. 
He was afraid the explanation 
that had been given so far was not satis- 


| factory, and did not in any way clear 


up the mystery of the cold-meat store, 
which was originally intended not for 


a cold-meat store but an ammunition 
store. This item had been on_ the 


Votes for some years and it had increased 
year by year. Originally it was £30,000, 


‘now it was £48,000, and they had no 


assurance that they had yet seen the 
end of this expenditure. He thought, 
under these circumstances, he was justified 
in taking the sense of the Committee 
with regard to the waste and extravagance 
which had taken place. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Item D (Victualling Yards) be 
reduced by £550,”—(Mr. Whitley.) 
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CotoNnEL LOCK WOOD (Essex, Epping) 
said this question interested him as a 
ratepayer. It appeared that the War 
Office thought they would like to make a 
store for ammunition, and they proceeded 
to spend a large sum of money in digging 
a hole in the Rock for that purpose. 
Then suddenly they discovered that 
the place was absolutely unfit for the 
purpose, and so, seeking for some excuse 
by means of which they could justify 
their expenditure, they said, “ Let us 
turn it ito a cold-meat store.’ And 
on the cold-meat store they spent more 
money. He did not agree with the 
hon. Member for Mayo that the amount 
of money spent upon it was an unheard 
of amount to spend for such a purpose, 
because one could spend any amount 
for a cold-meat store. The real question 
was whether it was necessary to turn 
this ammunition store into a cold-meat 
store. He thought hon. Gentlemen oppo- 
site were faarly justified in the stand they 
had taken. The question they raised 
was a fair question. He should like to 
know who suggested to the War Office 
that this place was suitable for an 
ammunition store, and who was _re- 
sponsible for the system of dual control, 
which he understood had been condemned 
by the Public Accounts Committee. 
He hoped the debate which had taken 
place would be the death blow to that 
system of control, for which neither was 
responsible but in regard to which both 
the Army and the Navy had to pay its 
quota towards the expenditure on 
amy works that were undertaken. He 
could not see that any reasons had been 
given by the Secretary to the Admiralty 
for this cold-meat store, which was not 
inished and never would be. All the hon. 
Member had said was that he was not 
responsible for it and that he had no ex- 
planation to give. The Secretary to the 
War Office, who had been sent for in a 
hurry, also confessed that he knew nothing 
about it and could not explain it. The 
tentlemen who represented Government 
Departments surely ought to know some- 
thing about the Votes they had to de- 


fend. 


Mr. MORRISON (Wiltshire, Wilton) 
sud, so far as he could gather, what hon. 
Members objected to was that there should 
bea cold-meat store provided in Gibral- 
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tar, but if they had been to Gibraltar 
they would see that if there was one thing 
wanted more than another it wasa cold- 
meat store. The men would not eat what 
was called hard rations; they objected 
to tinned meats and so forth, and it was 
very necessary that there should be some 
means of preserving fresh food. 


Sir FREDERICK BANBURY (Cam- 
berwell, Peckham) said that hon. Gentle- 
men opposite had shown a legitimate in- 
terest in the Vote now before the House. 
Though undoubtedly it was a_ useful 
function for the House of Commons to 
criticise the Estimates, at the same time 
those who criticised ought to be prepared 
to show not only that there had been 
an error but the way in which that error 
might be remedied. It was very easy 
to criticise, but not quite so easy to carry 
out great works and undertakings such 
as the erection of this cold-meat store. 
If anyone was to blame for what had 
taken place it was the old system of dual 
control—a system which neither the 
Army nor the Navy was responsible tor 
and which they could not repudiate. This 
matter had received the attention of the 
Public Accounts Committee, and the ex- 
planation was that, as usual, when one 
Department did work for the other 
the result was unsatisfactory. It would 
be well that each Department should pro- 
vide for its own wants. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT agreed 
that was desirable, but there were occa- 
sions when work had to be done for both 
services. In this instance a cold store 
was required for joint naval and military 
use, and a joint committee which con- 
sidered the question as to whether they 
should have an entirely new building or 
adapt a building originally intended 
for an ammunition store decided upon 
the latter, and did this in order to save 
the difference in expenditure between 
£55,000 and £40,000. The Estimate was 
exceeded, which was unfortunate, but 
not unusua! in contracts of this kind, but 
still a considerable saving was effected. 
The discrepancy between the Army and 
Navy figures was explained by the 


7 


latter Estimates having been submitted 
before the actual amount was ascertained. 
The sum was not excessive considering 
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that the store was intended to serve for 
the whole Gibraltar garrison in the event 
of a siege of unknown duration, that it 
was bomb proof, and that unexpected 
difficulties were met with in rock excava- 
tions and water pumping. 


Navy 


Mr. RENWICK (Newcastle-on-Tyne) 
said he was grateful to hon. Members 
opposite for having given the Committee 
an opportunity for discussing this Vote. 
He was glad that for once they had 
jound the military authorities and the 
naval authorities working in harmony, 
x thing which they did not find 
often in the past. In other days, when 
one service commenced a useless work and 
finally abandoned it, it was left to go to 
rack and ruin. Now they found that 
when a work was finished and found to 
be unsuitable for the purpose for which 
it was erected the heads of these great 
spending Departments formed a joint 
committee and endeavoured to turn 
the work to some use. The hon, Member 
for Wilton appeared to be the only 
Member who had seen this cold store, and 
in his opinion the expenditure on it had 
heen justified. For his part, he thought 
the best way of dealing with this Vote 
was to adjourn it, and that the Admiralty 
should put a man-of-war at the service of 
the House in order that the House might 
inspect this work and judge tor them- 
selves. Knowing something of the cost of 
refrigerating machinery and of excava- 
tions for cold storage. he submitted that 
£48,000 was not an excessive price for 
the accommodation here provided. It 
was absolutely necessary that the naval 
end military forces should be supplied 
with fresh food. and if a vote were 
taken he should follow the lead of the 
hon. Member for the Leek Division who 
had actually seen the place. 


Mr. WILLTAM RUTHERFORD (Liver- 
pool, West Derby) pointed out that there 
liad been already voted} for this work 
£47,300, and it was now proposed to add 
for machinery and rolling stock £8,900 and 
£* 800, making in all £58,000. But it had 
been stated that the building de novo 
would cost only £50,000; consequently 
he failed to understand why £58,000 was 
required. Another point that ought to 
be explained was why only £550 was 
expected to be spent during the whole 
Mr, Bromley Davenport, 
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of the financial vear, seeing that in the 
financial vear ended March 31st, 1904, 
no less than £20,700 was estimated to be 
spent. He agreed that cold storage 
was absolutely necessary at Gibraltar; 
the astonishing thing was that it had 
not been provided long since. Nothing 
was more calculated to keep the Govern- 
ment out of difficulties with contractors 
than that they should provide cold 
storage for themselves. According to a 
foot-note, the work was being carried out 
solely by the War Office, so that the 
dual control to which objection had been 
taken did not exist, and hon. Members 
ought to have withheld their criticisms 
until the War Office Votes were under 
liscussion, 


*Mr. BILL remarked that there had 
teen a system of cold storage at (nbraltar 
for some time, but it had been confined 
to hulks in the hay, and consequently 
would have been altogether* useless in 
time of war. Now that Cubraltar was 
the head-quarters of a great Imperial 
Fleet adequatecold storage was absolutely 
necessary, and if hon. Members had had 
an opportunity of visiting the plac 
they would not criticise the present 
proposal, 


CapTaln ELLICE (St. Andrews Burghs) 
asked what had become of the ammunt- 
tion store for which the Estimate was 
originally put down, 


= 


Mr. MOONEY said the only point 
the representative of the War Office had 
made clear was that the Estimate was 
altogether wrong and ought to be with- 
drawn. On the hon. Member's own 
showing there was a discrepancy 0 
£1,400 between the Army Estimate and 
the Navy Estimate for the same work, 
but on neither of them did the moiety 
to be paid by the War Office amount te 
£26,000 as stated by the Army author! 
ties. The Committee ought to be told 
upon what other Estimate that sum was 
based. The protests of the Opposition 
were directed not against the provision 
of cold storage at Gibraltar, but against 
the delay and the misleading Estimates. 
Who was the genius who informed the 
War Office that this site was the best 
possible for an ammunition store, over 
looking the facts that tons of water came 











nt 
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into it daily, and that it was within range 
of any fire that might be directed against 
it by an opposing force? The reasons 
which made the site unsuitable for an 
ammunition store had equal force in 
the matter of cold storage. The dis- 
cussion had revealed a imost unsatis- 
factorv state of affairs. The Civil Lord 
had admitted that he knew nothing 
whatever about the details of the Vote 
he was asking the Committee to sanction, 
and the War Office representative whose 
assistance had been called in was equally 
ignorant in the matter. 


Mr. DILLON said the discrepancy 
between the two Estimates was more 
serious than he had supposed, and it was 
nothing short of a public scandal that 
such figures should be placed before 
Parliament. The total cost was put 
down at £48,700, while the amount 
already voted was £38.500, and the esti- 
mated expenditure during the current 
financial year was £21,650, making a 
total of not £48.000. but £60,000. It 
should be noted, moreover, that this was 
merely for the “ conversion.” 


Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barnstaple) 
thought the Committee ought to press 
lor information as to what had become of 
the ammunition store. 


THe DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN ruled that 
the Committee could not discuss the 
question of the ammunition store on 
this Vote. 


Mr. DALZIEL asked whether the 
Government were going to treat the de- 
bate with silent contempt. For a long 
time the Committee were unable to get 
any information on the subject under 
discussion, and when at last they managed 
to secure his attendance the representa- 
tive of the War Office was unable to give 
any satisfaction whatever. He had ad- 
mitted that the money was voted in the 
first instance for an ammunition store, 
and that the site had been found to be 
unsuitable for the purpose. The Com- 
mittee were entitled to know whether 
the expenditure was really necessary, and 
Whether the official who advised the 
Government with regard to the ammuni- 
tion store was still in the employment 
ofthe Department. He hoped they would 
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have some further explanation of the 
figures placed before the Committee before 
the Estimate was passed. The representa- 
tive of the War Office had just made a 
remarkable statement. He told them that 
by turning this ammunition store into a 
meat store they were making preparations 
in case there happened to be a siege 
of Gibraltar. [An Hon. Memper: Why 
not ?} He would tell the hon. Member 
opposite why not. The Prime Minister 
told them the other day that a siege 
of Gibraltar was absolutely impossible ; 
therefore the opinion of the Financial 
Secretary to the War Office was opposed 
to that cf the Prime Minister. He 
hoped the representative of the War 
Office would undertake that in future 
a full investigation should take place 
before such a heavy expenditure was 
incurred. He wished to have some 
assurance that inthe future these Estimates 
would be put forward in a_ business- 
like way. This kind of dua! responsibility 
for expenditure ought to be brought 
to anend, for it was a system which had 
been strongly condemned vy the Public 
Accounts Committee, and why was it 
allowed to continue. Dual responsibility 
in these matters always meapt the 
squandering of public money. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT said 
in reply to the hon. Member for East 
Mavo that £48,700 was the total amount, 


and that expenditure was divided 
between the Army and the Navy. 
Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON asked 


what was the total cost to the Admiralty 
of their share of this item. The work 
had been estimated wrongly, and he 
wished to know what the cost was going 
to be on the cerrected Estimate. 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE was understood 
to say that the amount would be £26,000. 


Me. EDMUND ROBERTSON) said 
that was £3,000 more than the Estimate, 
and he wished to know why that figure 
had not been pu: in the proper column, 


Mr. MOONEY said that greater con- 
fusion had been caused because 
another figure had been given. I said 
that half was to be paid by ‘he Admiralty 
and half by the War Office, but if they 


now 
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multiplied that total by two it gave 
them £52,000, an amount which was not 
mentioned in the Estimate. He wished 
to know how those representing the 
Government made out that £26,000 was 
half of £48,000. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT ex- 
plained that the figure referred to by 
the hon. Member contained certain sub- 
sidiary services as well, but £48,700 was 
the cost of providing this cold store. 


Mr. DALZIEL asked if the sum men- 
tioned was all that would be required in 
connection with this mattter. 


Mr. BROMLEY DEVONPORT said 
he was not concerned with the Navy 
Estimates, but he knew that half of 
£48,000 would be contributed in all by 
the Admiralty partly last year, partly 
this year. and partly during the next 
four years. The total amount provided 
by the Admiralty would be £24,000. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said he 
had not heard a whisper of explanation 
in regard to the Question he put as to the 
amount that would be required from the 
Admiralty to complete this work. Why 
had the amount not been put in the last 
column ? 


Mr. PRETYMAN admitted that it 
was a complicated matter and most 
difficult to understand. It was due to 
the Estimate having been increased two 
er three times by one Department and 
having to be paid by two other Depart- 
ments. It was an unfortunate system, 
but absolutely unavoidable. — [Oppost- 
rion cries of “ No!”] At any rate no 
hon. Member had suggested any other 
method of dealing with it. It was 
obvious that it would be cheaper to 
build one store than two, and better 
that it should be built by one Depart- 
ment than by two. If any hon. Member 
would suggest a better wav than that 
he should be glad to hear of it. He 
hoped the Committee, having discussed 
Mr. Mooney. 
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the matter for more than two hours, 
would now agree to the Vote. 


*Mr. McCRAE said he did not think 

that the explanation given by the 
Secretary to the Admiralty was the 
right one. If he looked carefully at 
the figures he would find that that 
could not be the explanation. The 
difference in the Estimate according 
to the statement made by the Financial 
Secretary to the War Office was £1,500, 
but the difference pointed out by the 
hon. Member for Dundee was £1,350 
for the Army share, and that, being only 
half, would bring it up to £2,700. 


Mr. PRETYMAN said the Civil Lord 
would have the matter fully gone into, 
and he would furnish an explanation in 
detail. 


Mr. DILLON, who was received with 
Ministerial cries of ‘“ Divide,” said the 
hon. Members who desired to shout him 
down had conducted for an hour after 
9 o’clock a sham debate in order to 
waste time. That kind of thing was 
absolutely intolerable. He did not agree 
that this system of dual control was 
unavoidable. Works of the kind under 
consideration should be constructed and 
paid for by either the Admiralty or the 
War Office, instead of by both. What 
did it matter to the taxpayer whether 
the War Office or the Admiralty paid 
the money. All they wanted was that 
the work should be properly controlled, 
To hear a Minister declare that it 
was impossible to do away with the 
system of dual control in a matter of this 
kind was absurd. 


Mr. SOARES said that as the Vote 
was entirely incorrect he desired to know 
if the Secretary to the Admiralty would 
place the whole of the facts before the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer and the 
Prime Minister, who was the President 
of the Imperial Defence Committee. 
Perhaps in future, if his suggestion 
were acted upon, they might have these 
matters conducted upon a more business 
like basis. 
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Question put. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 

Allen, Charles P. 

Barlow, John Emmott 

Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Benn, John Williams 

Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

xright, Allan Heywood 
Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Caldwell, James 

‘mpbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
‘hanning, Francis Allston 
lancy, John Joseph 

‘rean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Delany, William 

Devlin, CharlesRamsay(Galway 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh, 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Edwards, Frank 

Ellice, Capt. EC(SAndrw’sBghs. ) 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Ffreach, Peter 

Findlay, Alexander( Lanark, N E 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 


\gnew, Sir Andrew Noel 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Amold-Forster, Rt. Hn. Hugh{O- 
Arrol, Sir William 

\tkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 

Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J (Mance’r.) 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W.( Leeds) 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bill, Charles aai 

Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brymer, William Ernest 

Bull, William James 

Varson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Vavendish, V.C. W.(Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Chamberlain, RtHn.J.A.(Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Perey A 

Coates, Edward Feetham 
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AYES. 
Grey, Rt.Hon.Sir E. (Berwick) 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H) 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharp 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West 
Johnson, Jchn 
Joyce, Michael 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kilbride, Denis 
Lamont, Norman 
Law, Hugh Alex.( Donegal, W.) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir Joseph F (Accrington 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lundon, W. 
Lyell, Charles Henry 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Crae, George 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
M‘Kean, John 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Murphy, John 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Newnes, Sir George 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’ Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
(Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N. 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N. 
O’ Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O Dowd, John 
O’ Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J 


NOES, 


Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Gompton, Lord Alwyne 

Craig, Charles Curtis (Antrim.S. 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William 
Dickson,Charles Scott 
Doughty, Sir George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Dyke,Rt. Hn. Sir William Hart 
Fellowes, Rt Hn. Ailwyn Ed ward 
Fergusson, Rt Hn.Sir J.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H 
Finlay,Sir R. B.(Inv’rn’ss B ghs) 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Forster, Henry William 

Foster, Philip 8.(Warwick,S. W. 
Gardner, Ernest 

Godson, SirAugustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.( Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, Maj Evans (T’rH’ mlets 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 


sromley 
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The Committee divided :—Ayes, 101, 
Division List No. 164.) 


Parrott, William 

Pirie, Duncan V.. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Reddy, M. 

Richards, Thomas (W.Monm’th 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
toe, Sir Thomas 

Schwann, Charles E. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
Slack, John Bamford 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 

Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt.Hn C.R(Northanis 
Stanhope, Hn. Philip James 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Phomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Woodhouse, Sir J T( Huddersf’d 


Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FoR tHE AYES—Mr. 
Goddard and Mr. Mooney. 


Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs.) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Hamilton, Marq.of( L’nd’nderry 
Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem’th) 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford, W.) 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hope, J. F (Sheffield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Kenyon, Hn.GeorgeT (Denbigh 
Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Laurie, Lieut-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Sir Joseph (Monm'th 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson,John Grant( Yorks.N.R 
Lee, Arthur H(Hants., Fareham 
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Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage , Pilkington, Colonel Richard 


Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. | Platt-Higgins, F 
Long, Rt.Hn. Walter( Bristol, S 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles Liverpool 
M'Iver, Sir Lewis (EdinburghW 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, W.J.H (Dumfriesshire 
Montagu,Hn. J. Scott (Hants.) 
Morgan, DavidJ(Walthamstow 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, “es ge Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Charles J. (C ‘oventry) 
©’ Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Percy, Earl 


| Purvis, Robert 


| Randles, 


Roberts, 
Ropner, Colonel 


Sadler, Col. 


Sharpe, William 
Smith, Hon. W. 


Stanley, Rt. 


Stock, James 
Stroyan, John 


Original Question again proposed. 


Mr. WHITLEY moved that the Vote 
should be reduced by £15,000, which, 
he said, was part of a total sum already 
partly voted for a residence for the Com- 
mander-in-Chief at Chatham. There was 
an item of £7,000 on the Estimates last 
vear in connection with this matter, 
and he took the opportunity of pro- 
testing then against the extravagant 
nature of this expenditure. An addi- 
tional sum of £1,500 was now put down 
for furniture, and he supposed that 
£53,000 would probably be required alto- 
gether before the furnishing wascompleted. 
bringing the total cost of this residence 
up to £28,000. When the matter was 
under discussion last year they had the 
interesting admission from the right 
hon. and gallant Member for Great 
Yarmouth that it was necessary to have 
a magnificent palace of this sort because 
it was desirable that the Commander-in- 
Chief should entertain society. He should 
have thought that an idmiral could be 
better employed than in attending social 
functions. The providing of a smaller 
house for him would have been more 
satisfactory in saving the money of the 
taxpayers. He understood that there 
house for the 


was already a good 
Commander-in-( hief at Sheerness, and 
that, apart from its position, nothing 


better could be desired. It was because it 
had been decided to remove the official 
residence from Sheerness to Chatham 
that this large amount was asked for. 


| Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
| Pretyman, Ernest George 


John S. 
Rasch, Sir Frederic 
| Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 

| Re nwick, George 

| Ritchie, Rt. Hon.Chas. Thomson 
Samuel (Sheftield) 


Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) | 
Samuel 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 


Spear, John Ward 
Hn. 
Stirling-Maxwell, 
Henry 
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| Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M, 
Tuff, Charles 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (K xeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt.Hn.SirWilliamH. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Webb, Colonel William George 
| Welby, Lt.-Col. AC E (Taunton 
| Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon 
| Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
| Whitmore, Charles Algernon 

; Williams, Golonel R. (Dorset) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 

| Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 

| Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart 
Wylie, Alexander 

Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Younger, William 


rederick 


Carne 


Sir Robert 


Alexander 


Edward T. 
F. D. (Strand) 


Lord (Lanes. ) 
Sir John M. TELLERS FOR THE Noxrs—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 


Viscount Valentia. 


Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


He protested against the building of 
houses of this sort even for high officers, 
It meant that no man without a private 
income could undertake offices which 
implied entertaining and widespread hos- 
pitality. In the past the Navy more 
than the Army had been free from that 
kind of snobbery. He was sure nothing 
was more detrimental to efficiency than 
having high posts barred to men who 
had to live on their pay. In this case 
there was an allowance of £450 a year for 
servants in order to keep up the establish- 
ment. An admiral with a pay of £5,000 
a year was not in a position to keep up a 
house of this sort. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Item E (Naval Barracks and 
General Fleet Services) be reduced by 
£15,000. "—(Mr. Whitley.) 


Mr. SHACKLETON — (Lancashire, 
Clitheroe) said he wished to associate 
himself with the hon. Member for Halifax 
in protesting against the extravagance of 
building palaces for officers connected 
with the Navy. He thought the House 
scarcely realised the amount of money 
which was being spent inthis way. Some 
of those who lived in houses of five or 
six rooms thought that a little more 
discretion might be exercised in regard 
to houses for officers of the Army “and 
Navy. The sum of £25,000.,which the 
house for the Commander-in-Chief was to 
cost was equal to the amount required 
to build 100 houses of six rooms each 2 
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a town in Lancashire. The amount now 
asked for furniture was out of all reason, 
and yet he believed that it would not be 
sufficient to furnish the house, and that 
another item would appear in the Vote 
next vear for the same purpose. He 
wished the House and the country to 
know what they were paving for. How 
many rooms were there in the place, and 
what were they going to be used for ? 
The hon. Member for Halifax had stated 
that the Commander-in-Chief could not, 
without a private income, maintain the 
position expected of him. He was afraid 
another result of this extravagant ex- 
venditure would be that the salary must 
be kept up in order that the Commander- 
in-Clief might be able to entertain and 
live in a style commensurate with the 
character of his dwelling-house. The 
(overnment were piling on expenses in 
this way, while the country was groaning 
under the unemploved and the terrille 
strain which the inhabitants of the large 
towns had to undergo in providing work 
for poor people. He thought the time 
had come when some economy should be 
practised. It was absolutely unneces- 
sary that the country should spend any- 
thing like £25,000 on a house for any 
official, 


Mr. MOONEY said 't seemed to him that 
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condition would sink downwards, and 
the Navy would come to be in the same 
position in that matter as the Army. 
What was the reason for removing the 
official residence from Sheerness to 
Chatham? Would £25,000 meet the total 
cost in connection with the residence, 
or would additional sums be required 
later on? Was the £25,000 for bricks 
and mortar, or did it include an ex- 
travagant price paid for the land on 
which the house was built ? 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE explained that 
the £25,000 represented not merely 
the estimate for building a_ residence 
for the Commander-in-Chief, but also 
large offices for the accommodation of 
his retinue and _ staff, offices in which 
the whole work of his office would be 
done. It was desirable that the Com- 
mander-in-Chief should be at the centre 
of his work rather than at Sheerness, 
twenty miles down the river. The 
furniture was not charged to this Vote. 
The reference to it was put here for 
information. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: — It 


does not appear anywhere else. 


THe DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN: In any 


the Estimate they were now considering ; C#Se 1 does not appear in this Vote, and 


was one of extraordinary extravagance. At 
present the salary and allowances of the 
Commander-in-Chief amounted to £3,320. 
He would ask the Civil Lord whether 
he thought that a man in the position 
of an admiral, and with such an income, 
could keep up a house which was to cost 
£25,000, and, on account of his official 
position, do a certain amount of enter- 
taining. He believed the Commander- 
in-Chief ought to have an official residence, 
but there was no reason why he should 
have a palace. He objected to the 
Waste of money in building an extrava- 
gantly expensive estab'ishment. There 
had been complaints as to the want of 
oticers for the Army owing to the fact 
that they could not live on their pay. 
The Navy had not suffered from want 
of officers for the same reason, but if 
positions were to be created which could 
only be held by gentlemen having private 
means apart from official salary, that 





| it would be out of order to discuss it now. 


Mr. WHITLEY: What is to become 
of the Sheerness house / 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE: I am not yet 
in a position to say, because it will be a 
year or a year and a-half before the new 
house is ready. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal,’S.) 
hoped the working classes of the country 
would take note of the fact that £25,000 
was being spent on the housing of an 
Admiralty official at a time when the 
Government could not afford a meal for 
poor half-fed children. He hoped that 
would sink deep into the hearts of work- 
ing men, and that they would remember 
it at the ballot. It could be perfectly 
well seen that the Navy was run on 
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class principles, the poor being robbed 
for the payment of highly-placed people. 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE: The Commander- 


in-Chief pays for his own furniture. 


Mr. SWIFT What is 


the £1,500 for ? 


MACNEILL : 


For fixtures. 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE: 


Mr. WHITLEY asked whether it was 
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| Commander-in-Chief, and how much on 
| accommodation for the staff. 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE said the accom- 
modation was all under one roof, and, 
| although he could not apportion the cost, 
| he could state that a large portion of the 
| building consisted of offices for the accom- 
| modation of the staff. 


| 
| 
| 


Mr. MOONEY asked how much 
_paid for the land. 


Was 


possible for the Commander-in-Chief to | 


live in this house on the pay he receiver’, 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE said it was con- 
sidered a suitable size for the Commander- 
in-Chief with the salary provided for him. 


Mr. SOARES asked how much was 
being spent on accommodation for the 


AY 


Abraham, William (Cork,N..) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda )} 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Barlow, John Emmott 

Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Benn, John Williams 

Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dilke, Rt. Hn. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 

Edwards, Frank 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Ffrench, Peter 

Findlay, Alex. (Lanark, N.E.) 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E.( Berwick) 


Harwood, Geor 
Hemphill, Rt. 


Johnson, John 
Joyce, Michael 


Kennedy, V. I 
Kilbride, Denis 
Lamont, Norm: 
Law, Hugh A. ( 
Lawson, Sir Wi 
Layland-Barrat 


Lunden, W. 
MacVeagh, Jer 
M‘Crae, George 
M*Hugh, Patric 
M‘Kean, John 
Murphy, John 
Nolan, Joseph 
O’Brien, Patric 
O’Gonnor, Joh 
O'Donnell, Johr 


O’ Dowd, John 
O’Mara, James 






Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 


Mr, Swift MacNeill, 


Arrol, Sir Willia 
Atkinson, Rt. H 


Higham, John Sharp 


Kearley, Hudson, E. 


Lewis, John He 
Lyell, Charles Henry 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Fadden, Edward 

M:Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mooney, John J. 

Nannetti, Joseph P 

O’Brien, K. (T 


O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 


NOES. 
Arnold-Forster,Rt.Hn. Hugh O | 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE said nothing 
paid for the land, because the house 
built on Government land. 


aA 


Was 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 95; 
Noes, 151, (Division List No. 165.) 


ES. 


O'Shaughnessy, P. . 
Parrott, William 
Pirie, Duncan V. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 

Richards, ‘Thomas (WMonm’th 
Rickett, J. Compton 

toberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Roche, John 

20e, Sir Thomas 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, 
Slack, John Bamford 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer, Rt. Hn.G.R (Northants 
Stanhope, Hn. Philip James 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore CG. (Radcliffe) 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr) 
Wallace, Robert 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Wills, Arthur Walters( NX. Dorset 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Woodhouse, SirJT.(Huddersfd 
Young, Samuel 


ge 
Hn. Gharles H. 


>, (Cavan, W.) 


v1) 
Donegal, W.) 
lfrid (Gornwall) 
t, Francis 


rbert B.) 


enuah 


k A. 


(Louth, South) 
ipperary Mid.) 
k (Kilkenny) 


1 (Kildare, N.) 
1 (Mayo, 8.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr 
Shackleton and Mr. Hender- 
son. 


3ailey, James (Walworth) 
; Bain, Colonel James Robert 
| Balcarres, Lord 


m 
on. John 
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Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C B. (Hornsey) 
Palfour, RtHn Gerald W.( Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bentinck, Lord Henry GC. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

pill, Charles 

Joscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edwa.d Allen 
Brymer, William Ernest 

Bull, William James 

Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Civendish, V.C.W( Derbyshire) 
Cuyzer, Sir Charles William 
Chamberlain, RtHn. J.A( Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 

Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
(olomb, Rt.Hon.Sir John C.R. 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Craig, Charles Curtis (Antrim,S. 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Voxtord, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Fellowes, Rt. Hn. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, Rt.Hn.SirJ(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H 
Finlay. SirR.B.(Inv’rnessB’ghs 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzgerald, Sir Robert Penrose 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, P. S. (Warwick, S.W.) 
Gardner, Ernest 

Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
tordon, Hn.J.E.( Elgin & Nairn) 
Gordon, Maj. Evans(T’rH’mlets 


Original Question put, and agreed to. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


{18 May 19)5) 


Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene,Sir EW (B’ry SEdm’nds 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Hamilton, Marq.of(L’nd’nderry 
Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem’th 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Sir Jas. (Staffords.N.W 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford, W. 
Hermon- Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hope, J.F. (Sheffield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Kennaway, Rt.Hn.Sir John H. 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T. (Denbigh) 
Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lambton, Hn. Frederick Wm. 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Lawrence, Sir Joseph(Monm’th 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool 
Lawson, John Grant (YorksNR 
Lee, Arthur H. (Hants, Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Lockwood, Lieut-Gol. A. R. 
Long, Rt.Hn.Walter (Bristol,S 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Gol. Francis( Lowestoft) 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Gumming 

M ‘Arthur, Gharles (Liverpool) 
M ‘Iver, Sir Lewis|( Edinburgh W 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, W.J.H (Dumfriesshire 
Montagu, Hn. J. Scott (Hants) 
Morgan, DavidJ(Walthamstow 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
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Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
O’ Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Perey, Earl 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Rt. Hn. Lord (Lanes. )} 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M’Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Strutt, Hm. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. H. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E.(Taunton 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 

Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C.B. Stuart 
Wytie, Alexander 

Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FoR THE Nogs—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


Mr. PRETYMAN said he had no in- 


tention of taking the Vote that night, 


“That a sum, not exceeding £336,400, 


be granted to His Majesty, to defray the | 
Expenses of the Admiralty Office, which | 
will come in course of payment during | 
the vear ending on the 31st day of March, | 


1906.” 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said he 
understood that they were to have a dis- 
cussion on the discarded ships. 
rather late that night to enter upon such | 
4 discussion, and he hoped the hon. 
‘rentleman the Secretary to the Admir- 


| 
It was | 


! 
| 
| 
| 
| 


and he moved that Progress be reported. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL moved to 
reduce the Vote for the salary of the 
First Lord of the Admiralty by £100, in 
order to raise the question of flogging and 
“ragging’’ in the Navy. 
who professed to be gentlemen ought to 
| treat him with ordinary courtesy when 
ihe spoke on a question of humanity. 
| Although this practice of flogging inthe 
Navy had been suspended since 1884 by 
an order of the Admiralty, the Lords of 
the Admiralty could, by a stroke of the 


Hon. Members 


alty would not take this Vote that night. | pen, revive it, and to-day in every King’s 
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ship, as part of the equipment, there | 


wes a cat-o’-nine-tails. Flogging had 
been abolished in the Army for twenty-five 
years, but youths in the Royal Navy 


under eighteen were supject, for the. 


smallest and most trivial offence, after 
a summary trial, to castigation with 
twenty four strokes by a birch which 
had been steamed over the coppers to 
make it hard. The strokes were ad- 
ministered on the bare flesh, in presence 
of all the other boys on board ship, 
and the youth was immediately after- 
wards removed to a cell below water- 
mark and kept for twenty-four hours. 
These youths could be flogged because 
they could not swim properly. because 
their boots were not properly polished. 
because there was a speck of dirt on 
their clothes, or because their manner 
did not seem to be seemly to their 
superior officer. He had had letters 
from parents, from clergymen, and from 
deserters from the Navy on the subject ; 


and he asked for a Commission or a 
Committee to investigate the whole 
subject. He insisted that it was in- 


tolerable that birching of that kind on 
the King’s ships should be continued ; 
and he appealed to the working men 
representatives in the House to help 
him in this matter, because thev were 
returned by the fathers of the children 
who were the subjects of this degrading 
punishment. He could not help think- 


ing that the new First Lord of the) 


Admiralty could not better signalise 
his entrance into office than by abolishing 
the system of flogging in the Navy, as 
it had been abolished in the Army. 
Whenever Nelson had a_ particularls 
refractory sailor he sent him to Admiral 
Collingwood, who never flogged, and the 
sailors delighted in him. 


The hon. Gentleman the Secretary to 
the Admiralty stated in answer to a 
Question in March last that birching 
was a better form of punishment for 
boys in the Navy than in the Army. He 
traversed that statement in the most dis- 
tinct way. England was the only nation 
in the world that retained corporal 
punishment in the Navy. Boys of 
sixteen years of age were accepted in 
the French training ships and they were 
liable to corporal purishment in no 
shape or form. Even in the Russian 


Mr. Swift MacNeill, 
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Navy flogging had been abolished, 
|The hon. Gentleman the Secretary to 
‘the Admiralty had made a still more 
astonishing statement when he said 
that flogging in the Army had_ been 
abolished because there were no boys 
there. Had the hon. Gentleman ever 
seen a fife and drum _ band? = The 
hon. Gentleman, who himself had been 
an officer in the Army, knew that there 
was no such thing as flogging in the 
Army, and he must recollect that in 
1903 a colonel of the Guards had been 
placed on half pay for countenancing, 
or at least winking at, a case of © ragging” 
amongst the junior officers. 


THe DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN said that 
the Vote under discussion referred to the 
Navy and not to the Army. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL said he had 
only referred to that case by way of 
illustration, and to show that the man 
who permitted “ragging” in the Army had 
been dismissed. If flegging in the Army 
had been abolished why, then. permit it 
in the Navy? He maintained that boys 
who had been subject to being bullied 
or flogged either had their spirit broken, 
or it trained them to exercise tyranny 
afterwards over those who might become 
subject to them. They had heard that 
day, in reply to a Question, what had 
occurred on board H.M.S. * Kent.” 
There were twenty-five midshipmen on 
board that ship, and one of their number 
who had been condemned by a mock 
Court-martial to be flogged with the 
scabbard of a dirk, which was a well- 
known punishment in the gun room, 
declined to submit, and said that he would 
make it serious work if he was subjected 
to it. The middy was alone and _ sur- 
rounded by the gang of gentlemen who 
were bullying him, and he used his re- 
volver on them and wounded one or two 
of his comrades. Why had there not 
been an investigation in that case! 
Were the Admiralty afraid, if the whole of 
the facts and circumstances of that revolt 
were brought to light, they would show 
that the boy’s conduct in fighting against 
such a system was praiseworthy / What 
had become of that boy? They had 
been told that his parents had removed 
him. Had they removed him at the 
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suggestion of the Admiralty or not ? 
Did the commanders know that this 
system of cruelty in the gun room was 
practised ? There was a speech of the 
Civil Lord which always went to his 
heart, in which the hon. Gentleman said 
that every boy carried in his kit an ad- 
miral’s baton; but he knew it was per- 
fectly certain that he also carried in his 
kit the possibility of a flogging with the 
cat-o’-nine-tails. The Navy, on which 
so much money was expended, was fenced 
around with class influence; and from 
the higher ranks the sons of the poor, no 
matter how able they might be, were 
absolutely excluded. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Item A (Salaries, Wager, and 
Allowances) be reduced by £100.”°—(Mr. 
Swift MacNeill.) 


Mr. AINSWORTH (Argyllshire) said he 
wished to refer to the practice of mooring 
obsolete warships in the waters of the 
Clyde. 


*Mr. PRETYMAN said he would pre- 
ier to reply on the subject under dis- 
cussion. It had been discussed at great 
length on a previous occasion, and there 
vas no need for him to repeat the argu- 


ments he then used. The hon. Member 


had declaimed with ardour upon the 
possibility of flogging being inflicted 


upon men, but it was impossible that it 


could ever be revived. 


Me.SWIFT MACNEILL: Why not 
repeal the Act ? 


*Mr. PRETYMAN 


Member was aware that it 


said the hon. 
would lead 
As to 


the punishment of boys by birching— 


toa waste of Parliamentary time. 


though corporal punishment was a thing 
to be avoided—there could be no doubt, 


and it was an opinion general in the Navy, 


118 May 19 5} 


Estimates, 1905-6. 850 


that properly and judiciously inflicted, 
without undue severity, it was a great 
deal better than detention for growing 
boys. But it must be properly inflicted 
and must not be unduly frequent or be 
inflicted for offences which did not merit 
it. During the Easter recess he was on 
board the Irish training ship ‘* Emerald ” 
and asked an officer who had been on 
board the ship for a vear how many of 
those birchings had been recently inflicted 
and he said there had not been one since 
He did not 


served his 


he had been in the ship. 
think the 
case by the extreme heat of his language 
The hon. 
Member referred to cruelty and bullying. 


hon. Gentleman 


and by his exaggeration. 
This was inconsistent with the fact that 
in no service in the world could there 
be found either in commission or in the 
ranks men more self-respecting and more 
respected than the officers and the men 


of the Royal His 


that there were no boys in the French 


Navy. statement 
Navy was correct, but with our system, 
where the personnel entered as_ boys, 
this particular form of punishment fell 
in. With regard to what 
the gun room, there should be no sort 


went on in 
of informal Court-martial or anv severe 


unauthorised punishment upon mid- 


shipmen ; and the Admiralty had taken 
the steps of which he had informed the 
House in order that any such practice 
should cease. 


There was no justification for com- 


plaint as to entrance to the Navy. 


Every application for nomination re- 


ceived at the Admiralty was accepted 


in the first instance unless there was 


exceptional reason to the contrary. 


All the boys who had received these 
preliminary nominations were — inters 
viewed by an interview committee pre- 
sided over by a naval officer of high rank. 
This committee was kept in absolute 
ignorance of any recommendations which 


All 


might be made in favour of any boy. 








851 Adjournment 


of the parent and the schoolmaster ors 
y 


other person who had been entrusted 
with the boy’s education. They inter- 
viewed the boys and classified them 
according to the opinion they formed 
of their brightness and fitness, and on 
that classification nominations were given. 
He thought it would be admitted that 
any possible objections there might be to 
the present system were enormously less 
than the obvious and serious objections 
there were to subjecting boys of twelve 
or thirteen years of age to the ordeal ofa 
competitive examination. Under the 
present system there was no competitive 
examination whatever. There was only 
a qualifying and a medical examination, 
and every boy who psssed them was 
qualified. There must always be a 
certain number of boys who failed to 
qualify, and therefore a few more nomina- 
tions were given; but they were nomin- 
ations on the selection and classification 
of a Committee who were absolutely 


guarded against any social influence 


whatever. 


Mr. AINSWORTH said he desired to 
call attention to the danger attending 
the presence of obsolete warships in the 
Clyde. 
objected to by all the yachting clubs in 


The present arrangement was 
Glasgow. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON (Glasgow, St. 
Rollox) said that these ships were abso- 
lutely a danger to navigation, and¥he 
would urge the Secretary to the Admiralty | 
to take the matter into consideration. | 


Mr. BENN said he feared that the 
toyal dockyards were being turned 
into mere repairing shops, and , would | 

Mr. Pretyman. 
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they had before them was the statements | urge the importance of keeping up the 


the dock. 
There was a_ possibility that 


hipbuilding capacities of 


under the guise of economy the dock- 


‘ards were being starved. He wished 


to know whether the extreme number 
of discharges from the dockyards was 


It was a 


very grave matter for his constituency, 


Str JOHN COLOMB asked whether 


it was the fact that the naval manceuvres 
had been cancelled for the present year. 


*Mr. PRETYMAWN said that it had 


been decided to withdraw the manwuvres. 
which were to have been world-wide. 
When they were arranged th:e active 
naval war that was now being fought 


was not foreseen. 


And, it being Midnight, the Chairman 


left the Chair to make his Report to the 
House. 


Resolution to be reported upon Monday 


next; Committee also report Progress; 
to sit again upon Monday next. 


ADJOURNMENT. 
PARLIAMENTARY 
TREASURY 


SECRE- 
(Sir A, 


THE 
TARY or 


THE 


ActaNnD-Hoop, Somersetshire, Welling: 


ton) stated that after the Committee on 
the Finance Bill, the first business taken 
would be the Naval Volunteers (Land) 
Bill and the Dogs Bill. 


Question, “ That this House do now 


adjourn ”—(Sir A. Acland-Hood) put, and 


agreed to. 


Adjourned at seven’minutes after 
Twelve o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Friday, 19th May, 1905. 


PRIVATE BILL 


BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House, 
had laid upon the 
from 
Orders have not been complied with in re- 
spect of the Petition for additional provi- 


. sion in the followmg Bill :—Welling- 

$ borough and District Tramroads Elec- 

= tricity Supply [H.u.]. The same was 

~ ™ if al 

= ordered to lie on the Table. 
Wellingborough and District Tram- 


roads and Electricity Supply Bill {#.1..].— 
(Petition for additional provision), 
aminer’s Certificate of non-compliance 


Standing Orders Committee on Tuesday 
next. 


ch indicates revision by the 


Nottingham Corporation Bill [x.u.j. 
: Reported from the Select Committee, 
7 with Amendments, 

+ Birmingham Corporation Bill. Report 
. from the Select Committee, That the 
‘Committee had not proceelei with the 


t orders made on May 11th discharged, 
and Bill committed. 


N 

: : 
* Heckmondwike Improvement Bill. 
r Read 2',and committed. The Committee 


. to be proposed by the Committee of 


selec tion. 


ASCE 


Weybridge and Walton-upon-Thames 
x Electric Supply Bill; Cnelsea Electricity 
Supply Bill, Read 3", and passed. 


Wrexham Gas Bill. 
Amendments, and passed, and returned 
to the Commons. 


Administrative County of London and | 
District. Electric Power Company Bill, 





[HL]; Metropolitan Electric Supply 
Company (Various Powers) 

Llandrindod Wells Urban 

Council Bill [H.u.]; | Newcastle- -upon- 


VOL. CXLVI, [Fourta Series.] 


That the Clerk of the Parliaments | 
Table the Certifie ite | 
the Examiners that the Standing | 


1905} Bil Business. ee 


Tyne Corporation Bill [u.u.]; Welling- 
i borough and District ‘Tramroads and 
| Electricity Suppiy Bill [n.1.]; Acton 
| Sewage Bill. Leave given to the Select 
| Committee not to sit on Monday next 
; till hali-past Twelve o'clock. 


Great Northern Railway hil. Report 
from the Select Committee, That the 
Commitee had not proceeded with te 


consideration of the Bill, the opposition 


thereto having been withdrawn; read, 
‘and ordered to lie on the Table. The 
orders made on the llth of May dis- 
charged, and Bill committed. 
MceConnell’s = Divorce Bill ~~‘ [s.L.]. 


| Minutes of evidence and procecdings 


before this House on the Second Reading, 


| together with the documents depo-ited, 


Ex- | 


with the Standing Orders referred to the | ( 
| Confirm ition (Liverpool, 
| Edueation 


returied from the Commons. 


Provisional Orders 
etc.) Bill [#.1.]; 
Order 


Yducation Board 


Provisional 


Board 


i Confirmation (London No, 2) Bill [a 


| 


‘consideration of the Bill, the opposition | 


> thereto having been withdrawn; read, | 
Sand ordered to lie on the Table. The 


| (Seotland) Act, 1899), 


| mittee, 


Committed to a Comittee of the Whole 
House on Tuesday next. 


Provisional Orde1 
Confirmation (Loadon No. 1) Bill [H..]. 
Committed. The Committee be 
proposed by the Committee of Select‘on. 


Edueation Board 


Mes 


Arbroath 
Bill. | 


Water Order 
3rought from the Commons 


Contirmation 
and 


read 1*; to be printed; and (pursua:it to 
the Private Legislation Procedure 


deemed to h ve 
been read 2 (The Lord Kintore (7. 
Kintore)), and reported from the Con 


(No. 79.) 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional 
Order (No. 1) Bill (No. 89); Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 4) 
sill (No. 81); Loeal Government ??’ro- 
visional Orders (No. 5) Bill (No. 82). 


Read 3*. with th | Brought from the Commons and read 1*; 
ead 33", with the | 


|to be printed; and referred to the 
| Examiners. 
| Hitchin and District Gas Bill; Croydon 


Corporation Bill; Ealing Corporation 
Bill; Education Board Provisional Order 


| Confirmation (London No. 1) Bill [a.u.]; 


\ 


Bill [H.L.]; | Stockport 


Corporation Bill; Bris ol 


District | Corporation Bill; Great Western Rail- 


way (New Railways) Kill; Great Western 
2H 
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Railwav (Additional Powers) Bill; Gas 
and Water Orders Confirmation (No, 1) 
Bill [n.u.]; London Gas Bill. Report 
from the Committee of Selection, That 
the following Lords be proposed to the 
House to form the Select Committee for 
the consideration of the said Bills; viz.— 
1). Wellington, M. Winchester, E. Rosse, 
i. Gainsborough, L. Newton  (chair- 
man); agreed to; and the said Lords 
appointed accordingly. The Comm+‘ttee 
to meet on Thursday next, at? Eleven 
o’clock ; and all petitions referred to the 
Committee, with leave to the petitioners 
praying to be beard by counsel against 
the Bills to be heard as desired, as also 
counsel for the Bills. 


Mr. Speaker’ s 





Newcastle-upon-Tyne Corporation Bill 
[u.L.]; Acton Sewage Bill; Welling- 
borough and District Tramroads and 
Electricity Supply Bill [H.u.]. Report 
from the Committee of Selection, That 
the Lord Ranfurly (Z. Ranfurly) be pro- 
posed to the House as a member of the 
Select Committee on the said Bills in the 
place of the Lord Ravensworth; read, 
and agreed to. 


Metropolitan and Great Central Rail- 
way Companies Bill [u.1.]; Southport, 
Birkdale, and West Lancashire Water 
Board Bill [H.t.]; Formby Township 
Bill [u.u.]; Humber Conservancy Bill 
[u.L.]. Report from the Committee of 
Selection, That the Viscount Ridley be 
proposed to the House as a member 
of the Select Committee on the said Bills 
in the place of the Earl of Yarborough ; 
read. and agreed to. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


FEE FUND GF THE HOUSE OF LORDS. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid on the Table the Annual 
Account of the Fee Fund of the House of 
Lords. The same was ordered to lie on 
the Table, and to be referred to the Select 
Committee on the House of Lords 
Offices. 


POOR RELIEF (SCOTLAND). 


Report tothe Local Government Roard 
for Scotland on the methods of ad- 
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ministering poor relief in certain large 
town parishes of Scotland. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND), 

Reports, statistics, etc., on Continua- 
tion Classes (Scotland), 1903-1904. 
TRINITY COLLEGE, DUBLIN, ESTATES 

COMMISSION, 

Report of the Commissioners, 

Appendix and minutes of evidence; 
with appendices and maps. 

Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


MEDWAY CONSERVANCY, 
Statement of receipts and expenditure 
by the Conservators for the year ended 
March 25th, 1905. Delivered (pursuant 
to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


LICENSED HOUSES. 
Petition for early closing of; of Read- 
ing and District Temperance Council; 
read, and ordered to lie on the Table, 


POLLING DISTRICTS (COUNTY 
COUNCILS) BILL [1.1. ]. 
POLLING ARRANGEMENTS 
(PARLIAMENTARY BOROUGHS) BILL 
[H.L. |. 

Read 3* (according to order), and 
passed, and sent to the Commons. 

House adjourned at twenty-five 

minutes before Five o’elock, 


to Monday next, a quarter 
before Eleven o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, 19th May, 1905. 


The House met at Twelve of the Clock. 


MR. SPEAKER’S ABSENCE. 

The House being met, the Clerk at the 
Table informed the House of the un- 
avoidable absence of Mr. SPEAKER, OWIDg 
to continued indisposition. 





Whereupon Mr. James WILLIAM 








LowrHER, the Chairman of Ways] and 
Means, proceeded to the 'l'able, and, after 
Prayers, took the Chairas Deputy- 
Speaker, pursuant to the Standing Order. 
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Petitions. 
PRIVATE BILL 


BUSINESS, 


PRIVATE BILLS [LORDS] (STANDING 
ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO NOT 
COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. Derury -SreaKxer laid upon the 
fable Report from one of the Examiners 
o! Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, originating in 
the Lords, the Standing Orders which are 
applicable thereto have not been com- 
plied with, viz. :—Great Central Railway 
Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Report be referred 
to the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STANDING 
ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO COM- 
PLIED WITH). 

Mr. Deputy - SpEAKER laid upon the 
Table Report from one oi the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
cise of the following Bills, referred on the 
First Reading thereof, the Standing 
Orders which are applicable thereto have 


been complied with, viz. :—Local Govern- | 


ment (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 
4) Bill; Local Government Provisional 


Orders (No. 10) Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a 
se‘ond time upon Monday next. 


Highland 
third time, and passed. 


Railway Bill. Read the 
[New Title.] 


Leeds and Liverpool Canal Bill [Lords] ; 
Metropolitan District Railway Bill 
{Lords}; Orphan Working School and 
Alexandra Orphanage Bill{Lords]. Read 
the third time, and passed, with Amend- 
ments. 


Great Northern, Piccadilly, and 
Brompton Railway (No. 1) Bill. As 
amended. considered; Clauses added; 


Amendments made; Bill to be read the 
third time. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Order 
(No. 2) Bill; Local Government (Ireland) 
Provisional Order (No. 1) Bill; Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 4) 
Bil; Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 5) Bill. Read the third 
time, and passed. 
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Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 1) Bill; Electric Lighting Pro- 
visional Order (No. 3) Bill. As amended, 
considered; to be read the third time 
upon Monday next. 


RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP No. 6). 


Mr. KeaRLEY reported from the 
Committee on Group No. 6 of Railway 
Bills; That, for the convenience of 


parties, the Committes had adjourned 
till Tuesday next, at half-past Eleven of 
the clock. Report to lie upon the Table. 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP &). 

Sir HeNry AUBREY-FLETCHER reported 
from the Committee on Group E of 
Private Bills; That the parties opposing 
the London Building Acts (Amendment) 
Bill had stated that the evidence of 
Lieutenant-Colonel Charles Fox, Com- 
manding Officer, London Salvage Corps, 
of 63, Watling Street, E.C., was essential 
to their case; and, it having been proved 
that his attendance could not be pro- 
cured without the intervention of the 
House, he had been instructed to move 
that the said Lieutenant-Colonel Charles 
Fox do attend the said Committee on 
Tuesday next, at Eleven of the clock. 


Ordered, That  Lieutenant-Colonel 
Charles Fox do attend the Committee on 
Group E of Private Bills on Tuesday 
next, at Eleven of the clock. 


BOOTLE CORPORATION BILL. 

The Cuatrman of Ways and Means, 
in pursuance of Standing Order No. &3 
relating to Private Bills, informed the 
Hous* that, in his opinion, the Bootle 
Corporation Bill, though unopposed, 
ought to be treated as an opposed Bill. 


PETITIONS. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS (PROCEDURE). 
Petition of E. C. Wolstenio!lme Elmy, 
and others, fr alteration; to lie upon 
the Table. 


LICENSED PREMISES 
CLOSING). 
Petition from King’s Lynn, for altera- 


tion of law; to lie upon the Table. 
2H 2 
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PUBLIC LIBRARIES ACTS (EXTENSION) the Militia on the Ist day of January, 


BILL. 


Petition from Westminster, 
to lie upon the Table. 


against ; 


PUBLIC LIBRARIES BILL. 


Petition from Westminster, 
to lie upon the Table. 


against ; 


WAGES BOARDS BILE. 


Petition from Londoa, against; to le 
upon the Table. 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


POOR RELIEF (SCOTLAND). 
Copy presented, of Report to the 
Local Government Board for Scotland on 
the methods of administering Poor 
Relief in certain large town parishes of 
Scotland [by Command]; t» lie upon the 
eile 


“EDUC ATION (SCOTLAND) (CONTINU A- 
TION CLASSES). 


Copy presented, of Reports, Statistics, 


1900. 

‘“©(2) The number of Militia units and 
the number of officers and men, excluding 
the Militia Reserve, who served O1 its'de 
the United Kingdom at any time between 
October, 1899, and June, 1902, dis. 
tingu'shing those who served /a) in South 
Africa ; (b) at Mediterranean or other 
stations outside the United «ingdom. 


**(3) The number of Militia Reserve who 


served in South Africa.”—(Mr. (rifith 
Boscawen.) 
QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 


CIRCULATED WITH THE 


VOTES, 


Prosecution of Poachers -Interference of 
Fisheries Branch of the Irish Board 
of Agriculture. 

Mr. CHARLES CRAIG (Antrim, S.): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the Fisheries Branch of the 
Agricultural Board have lately interfered 
with the police in the exercise of their 


duty, and have prevented them from 
prosecuting four poachers near Dromara, 
county Yown, who were in the 
act of illegally fishing ; and if so, will he 
sav on what grounds was the prosecution 
in this case forbidden. 


ete., on Continuation Classes (Seotland), 
1903-4 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


cavght 


TRINITY COLLEGE, DUBLIN, ESTATES 


COMMISSION. 





Copy presentel, of Report of the : a a 
Commissioners [by Command]; to lie (Answered by Mr. Walter Lon}.) The 
upon the Table. case referred to was reported by tie 

police to the Fisheries Department of the 
TRINITY COLLEGE, DUBLIN, ESTATES Department of Agriculture in the usual c 
COMMISSION. way, but a prosecution was not advised 

Copy presented, of Appendix t» Re- because the evidene was not considered | 
port of the Commissioners, Minutes of Strong enough. The police are on the a 
Evidence, with Appendices and Maps [by alert in this wera t to a and Je 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. detect breaches of the Fishery Laws. , 

. -DAN THE TART RY THp| Postal Facilities for Cut Flowers from a 
PAPER CLERK OF THE HOUSE. Caherdaniel, County Kerry. tl 
. . Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, sk To ask the p 

Medway Conservancy. Copy of State- | ee Solicar tux hana 4 
if Receipts and Expenditure of the dele tapas dag eit ina ee 
send t “wage ! cilities ica made inquiries into the secllinien afforded J (a 
a ee 7 cn ne by the Post Office for the forwarding of Te 
aca lk ’ ; cut flowers from Caherdaniel, county J in 

MILITIA (SERVICE OUTSIDE UNITED | ot a igre * a beget PY 

; : KINGDOM). | district, though peculiarly suitable 

this industry, is nineteen miles from t e 

Address for “ Return showing— nearest railway stations, he will secure 

“(1) The number of Militio units and special facilities for the encourazement Fp. 
the number of officers and men serving in of the industry, r* 
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(Answered by Lord Stanley.) 1 have 
had careful inquiry made as to the postal 
service to Caherdaniel, and I find that 
the present Service is very expensive as 
compared with the small amount of 
revenue derived from correspondence for 
(aherdaniel, and that the cost of an 
improved service would be quite dis- 
proportionate to any Increase of business 
that might be expected. In any case it 
would be impossible to afford a rapid 
service, in view of the hilly and difficult 
nature of the road. In these cireum- 
stances I am sorry I can hold out no 
expectation of an improved service. 


Payment of Salaries of National School 
Teachers by Dublin Sorting Clerks and 
Telegraphists. 

Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): To ask the Postmaster-General 
if he is aware that sorting clerks and 
telegraphists at Dublin have to pay the 
quarterly salaries of national teachers in 
addition to their ordinary duties; that 
these officers, with one exception, receive 
no risk allowance, and that the amount 
of money paid over the counter by each 
efficer, In sums ranging from <0s. up- 
wards, exceeds £1,000; that, notwith- 
standing the fact that these payments 
recently fell due on a Saturday, no 
departure was made from the rule, with 
the result that extreme pressure pre- 
vailed for many hours ; and if so, will he 
say whether this practice has received 
his sanction; and will he that 
provision is made in future so as to 
avoid any cause of complaint. 


see 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) 1 am 
aware of the arrangement, which has 
existed for many years. Although the 
work of the counter staff is certainly 
increased by this additional duty, I am 
assured that, as a whole, it is not more 
than they can be reasonably expected to 
perform. If, however, the officers con- 
cerned consider that they have any real 
cause for complaint, and will fully 
lepresent the matter to the Controller, 
Inquiry will be made whether any relief 
is necessary on these occasions. 


Admiralty—Dismissal of Mr. Millard. 
Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 

Borouglis) : To ask the Secretary to the 

Admiralty whether he will give the 
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reason for the dismissal from the service 
of the Admiralty of Mr. Clement Millard, 
superintendent civil engineer at Port- 
land. 


(Answered by Mr. Arthur Lee.) Mr. 
Millard was dismissed from the service 
of the Admiralty on account of his 
inability to discharge efficiently the 
duties of his office. 


Regulation of Motor Traffic in Scotland. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland): To ask the Lord-Ad- 
vocate if any instructions were sent from 
the Scotch Office to local authorities 
with reference to reconsideration which 
might be made by them with reference 
to the regulation of motor traffic, and 
what were the nature of the same if such 
were sent; and how many applications 
have been received from local authorities 
in Scotland, aid the number approved 
and retused. 


(Answered by Mr. Scott Dickson.) The 
Scottish Office has no power to issue 
instructions in the matter; but the 
policy of the Department has been not 
to make restrictive regulations without 
ascertaining whether local authorities 
have realised the considerable power of 
coutrol conterred by the terms of the 
first section of the Act, and the duty 
laid upon them to erect sign-posts at 
dangerous corners, cross roads, and 
precipitous places, where necessary, 
under Section 10 of the Act, and various 
communications have been mad2 with a 
view to ensuring that these points have 
been fully considered. Thirty - two 
applications have been received from 
local authorities; on seven of these 
regulations have been issued; seven are 
still under consideration; the rest have 
either been refused, formally withdrawn, 
or otherwise not proceeded with. 


Irish Evicted Tenants—Applications for 
Reinstatement from Patrick O'Neill 
and Denis O'Connell. 

Mr. BOLAND: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Licutenant of 
Ireland whether the Estates Commis- 
sioners have received ayplicstiers for 
reinstatement from Patrick O'Neill, of 
Upper Carhan, Cahirciveen, and Denis 
O’Connell,° of Laharan North, on the 
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estate of Sir Daniel Ross O’Connell, near 
Cahirciveen. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) An 
application for reinstatement has been 
received from Denis O’Connell, and will 
be considered in the event of the estate 
being dealt with by the Estates Com- 


missioners. No application for reinstate- 
ment has been received from Patrick 
O'Neill. 


Negotiations for Purchase of Sir J. Gore 
Booth’s Estate. 

Mr. O’DOWD (Sligo, 8.): To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether the negotiations 
between the Estates Commissioners and 
Sir Jocelyn Gore Booth, for the purchase 
of the latter’s estate at Lanagh, Tubber- 
curry, county Sligo, have yet been 
brought to a close; and, if so, whether 
the Estates Commissioners have taken 
any steps to give effect to the consent of 
Edward Laying, present occupier of the 
holding hitherto held by John Quinn, to 
surrender said holding for the benefit of 
the former tenant; and, if the negotia- 
tions have not yet been completed, will 
the Chief Secretary take steps to have 
them expedited so that the arrangements 
between the present and former tenants 
may be carried out. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
negotiations between the landlord and 
his tenants for the sale of this estate 
have not yet been brought to a close. 
The efforts made to settle the case of 
John Quinn have up to the present been 
unsuccessful, and the (Commissioners 
understand that Quinn has refused the 
terms offered him. 


Manual Instruction in Irish Schools. 

Mr. O’MALLEY (Galway, Connemara): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if the Department 
of Agriculture and Technical Instruction 
has undertaken to make provision for 
manual instruction in woodwork and 
other subjects in connection with Irish 
national schools, as stated in the 
National Education Board’s rules and 
programmes; and whether, seeing that 
the Department of Agriculture and 
Technical Instruction has stated that 
they are not in a position to make any 
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announcement with regard to this state- 


ment in the National Board’s programmes 


issued in April, 1904, and repeated in their 
new code of rules issued in April, 1905, 
he will state when the Department of 
Agriculture and Technical Instruction 
will be in a position to make any state- 
ment with regard to this announcement, 
or do the National Education Board 
purpose retiring from the responsibility 
of manual instruction. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) 
Negotiations upon this subject are iy 
progress between the Department and 
the Commissioners, and no definite 
statement can vet be made as to the 
arrangements which will be adopted. 
In the meantime, manual instruction, 
cookery, etc., continue to form part ot 
the ordinary curriculum in national 
schools. 


Guy's and Waveney Schools, Ballymena. 

Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, S.): To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that a 
grant has been provisionally sanctioned 
towards rebuilding (ruy’s Schools, Bally- 
mena, on the necessity for which one 
of the Board’s senior inspectors has 
reported ; and whether, seeing that the 
rebuilding must be postponed pending 
the decision of certain questions affecting 
the endowments and change of site, and 
that for the last vear and nine monthis 
the Waveney School, Ballymena, has 
been supplying necessary additional 
accommodation, he will explain why the 
application for aid to this school until 
additional accommodation was provided 
elsewhere, when the schools should be 
amalgamated, has been refused by the 
Commissioners. 


(Answered by Mr, Walter Long.) The 
fact is as stated in the first inquiry. 
The Commissioners refused even tempor- 
ary recognition of the Waveney Applicant 
School because, in addition to the fact 
that the school was not needed, the 
house and premises were reported to be 
both unsuitable and insanitary. 


Advances to Lord Dunraven s Town 
Tenants in Croom, County Limerick. 


Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 


W.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
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Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether, in 
the event of agreement between Lord 
Dunraven and his town tenants in Croom, 
county Limerick, as to the purchase price 
of their holdings, the Estates Commis- 
sioners Will advance the money under 
the Land Act, 1903, for the purchase of 
the same, in view of the fact that the 
tenants on the agricultural part of the 
estate have arranged to purchase their 
holdings. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) beg 
to refer the hon. Member to the Answer 
which I gave to his Question of yesterday. 
The Estates Commissioners will, I have 
no doubt, deal with every application 
which may come before them according 


to their opinion of what is, in the 
particular case, legal and just; but | 


cannot possibly state beforehand how 
they will decide any case. 


Assistant Clerks (Abstractor Class) 
Benefits of New Scheme. 


Mr. NANNETTI: To ask the First 
Lord of the Treasurv what are the actual 
benefits under the new scheme accruing 
to assistant clerks (abstractor class) 
whose service is upwards of six years but 
does not exceed ten years. 


(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 
Under the new scheme the present 
assistant clerks referred to by the hon. 
Member receive an improved rate of 
overtime pay. 


Mr. NANNETTI: To ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether it is his 
intention to extend the benefits of the 
lew scheme to assistant clerks (abstractor 
class) already in the service by raising 
their salaries to the amount which they 
Would now be entitled to receive if the 
present incremental rate Were in existence 
at the commencement of their service. 


(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 
lt is not intended to give retrospective 


effect to the terms of the new scheme. 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 
Mr. Hatsry reported from the ¢ 
mittee of Selection; That they 


‘om- 


had 


y See page 768. 
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discharged the following Members from 
'the Standing Committee on Law and 
Courts of Justice, and Legal Procedure, 
in respect of the Town Tenants (Ireland) 
Bill:—Sir Charles Dilke and Mr. Jordan; 
and had appointed in substitution :—Mr. 
Higham and Mr. Joyce. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


NEW WRIT. 

New Writ for the County of York 
(North Riding, Whitby Division), in the 
room of Ernest William Beckett, esquire, 
now Baron Grimthorpe—(Mr. H. IV’. 
Forster.) 


LAND VALUES TAXATION (SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 
[SECOND READING.] 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Mr. AINSWORTH (Argyllshire) rose 
to move the Second Reading of this Bill. 


Mr. HOZIER (Lanarkshire, 8.) called 
attention to the fact that forty Members 
were not present. 


House counted and forty Members 
being found present. 
Mr. AINSWORTH, in moving the 


Second Reading of the Bill, said that the 
principles involved had already been 
accepted by the House in the Bill which 
was introduced by his hon. friend the 
Member for the Elland Division of 
Yorkshire. As to anything else, he 
hoped to be able to show that it was 
merely matter of detail. Two main 
principles were involved in this Bill. 
The first was that there should be separ- 
ate assessments for the site value and 
the value of the buildings on the site. 
The other point which was brought 
specially to the front in this Bill was that 
municipalities should have the power of 
receiving income from every species of 
property withir the municipal area 
which was benefiting by municipal ex- 
penditure in proportion to the benefit 
received. He did not think anyone would 
say that a principle of that kind was in 
| any sense overstrained or unfair, or that 
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it in any way partook of confiscation. 


When proposals were made with the | 


view of putting the assessments of the 
kingdom on a more satisfactory footing 
than at present it was very often re- 
tcrted that they meant confiscation. He 
would deal shortly with the question as to 
how far the provisions of this Bill affected 
existing property. 


arranging for taxation without regard 
to anv agreements entered into between 
individuals. He did not mean to advo- 
cate interference with agreements in any 
socialistic or confiscatory sense, but he 
should like to read to the House a state- 


ment from the Report of an important | 


Commission which had considered the 
subject, as showing the bread lines on 
which it ought to be dealt with. 


the Working Classes in 1884, in their Re- 
port, said-—- 

Your Maj-sty’s Commissioners are of 
opinion that until some reform is introduced 
which shall secure contribution 
penditure from other sources of incoine  re- 
ceived by residents in the locality, in addition 
to the present ratable property, no great 
progress can Le made in local improvements,” 

These words contained the whole point. 
and what the promoters of this Bill said 
was that every species of property within 


the municipal area deriving benefit from 


the municipality ought to contribute, 
he would not say an equal proportion, 
but a reasonable proportion of the 
municipal The Report 
which he had quoted was signed by 


assessments. 


several eminent men. including no less | 


authorities than the late Lord Salisbury 
and Lord Goschen. In their final Report 


the Royal Commission on Local Taxa- | 


tion said— 


“Tt will be observed that the charge is to be 


made directly upon the owners of site values | 


(as defined), notwithstanding any past or 
future contracts to the contrary, and that is 


justitigd on the ground that it is unquestion- | 


ably the right and duty of Parliament to say, 
When it imposes any public charge, upon 
whom, and upon what interest, it desires that 
charge to fall. The case of the income-tax 
was quoted as a precedent for this course, and 
it was also suggested that the imposition of 
the education rate in IS7 was a imore violent 
interference with the equities as between the 
parties to existing contracts than would be the 
scheme proposed,” 


By way of illustration the hon. Member | 


instanced the case which was common in 


Mr. Ainsworth. 


{COMMONS} 


They were all agreed | 
that Parliament had always retained, | 
and always would retain, the right of | 


The | 


Roval Commission on the Housing of | 


to local ex- | 
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|the municipalities of Scotland, where 
either the original superior, or some 
other individual, had the power of re- 
‘ceiving feu rents for building land. 
How would the principle which he had 
stated apply in a case of that kind? Let 
it be supposed that a perpetual feu had 
been granted, and that the superior, or 
other individual, was in the enjoyment of 
the feu duty paid for the land. The 
owner of the property benefited from 
the municipal expenditure. It was easy 
for the owner to say, “If I had chosen 
to take £100 down, instead of £3 or £4 
a vear as feu rent, I should be perfectly 
free from municipal charges. Instead of 
doing that I have chosen to take an 
annual payment which carries with it 
an agreement that the feuars shall pay 
the whole cost of present and future 
rates. How am I benefiting bv the 
municipal expenditure in any way?” 
Tn answer to that, he would like to puta 
case of this kind: How many vears 
purchase would land be worth if put on 
the market now in the case he had 
referred to where the feu duty fifty 
vears ago was £3¢ Further, what had 
| caused the increased capital value of the 
land unless it was the expenditure by the 
municipality in improving the municipal 
iarea? As he had said, it was not 
proposed that the owners should be 
asked to contribute an unreasonable 
amount of assessment, but if exemption 
‘from taxation was claimed the onus 
|should lie on the owners to proye that 
‘their property had not benefited, or that 
it was not likely to benefit in any way by 
municipal extension or improvement. 
If the owner could not do so, he should 
contribute something, no matter how 
small, for those purposes for which the 
| municipality existed. 


As to interference with contracts, 
ihe would point out that the Legis- 


lature, in dealing with matters ol 


this kind, involving interests which 
| . 
‘had been created a long time ago, 


was entitled to take into consideration 
how much the circumstances which justl- 
tied a contract at the time it was made— 
_he was speaking now of matters involving 
ithe public interest—had altered and 
varied since that time. He instanced 
in support of this contention the pro- 
| posal contained in the Damage to Crops 
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Bill which was before the House this | He thought that everyone who knew the 
session. Railway directors would say | city of Glasgow acknowledged that every 
that when the land for the railways was | 
‘duties imposed upon them by the Im- 


purchased they calculated every possible 


contingeney in the making of the price, | 
in Glasgow at the present moment ? It 


and that the proprietor who was selling 
the land also took into consideration 
every possible contingency when the 
price Was fixed. No doubt one of those 
contingencies was possible damage to 


crops bx sparks from passing trains, 


| 


but the object of the Bill referred to was | 


to meet the grievance which quite natur- 
ally had since grown up on the part of 
farmers and others. That was a 
in which circumstances had changed, 
and was proposed that Parliament 
should impose a new liability on railway 
companies in respect of damage done 
in the way indicated. In all 
so-called contract they could never look 
upon the contract apart from the cir- 
cumsta which it was made as 
compared with the circumstances of the 
present time. If the change in circum- 
stances had resulted in the creation of 
a grievance, it was competent to get rid 
of the grievance by legislation and to 
put the matter on a proper basis. He 
hoped he had said sufficient to show that 
the promoters of this Bill approached 
the question without any desire to apply 
what could be described as confiscation. 
They only wanted fair treatment on the 
principles laid down, and on lines on 


case 


cases of 


neces in 


which Parliament had often acted in 
paralle] cases, 
An accusation which was sometimes 


made was that municipal avthorities had 
heen spending too freely, that they had got 
to the end of their tether. and that they 
were how anxious to sweep into the net of 
taxation everything they could get hold of. 
He should like to refer to the case of a 
municipality in Scotland very much inter- 
ested inthis Bill, and which hada great deal 
todo with the promotion of it—he meant 
the Corporation of Glasgow. He re- 
minded the House that during the last 
fifteen or twenty years Parliament had 
been continually throwing increased obli- 
gations on municipal and local authori- 
ties all over the country, and that if 
their expenditure had increased Parlia- 
ment had compelled them to spend. Of 
course, expenditure might be more wisely 
controlled in some places than in others, 


effort had been made to carry out the 


perial Legislature. What were the rates 
would surprise the House to know that 
the municipal rates, excluding the water 
rate, the poor rate, and the school board 
rate, which came under an entirely difter- 
ent category, were on occupiers from 2s. 
to 2s. Yd. and on owners from 10d. to Is. 
Many hon. Members who knew something 


of the expenditure of large sums in the 


larger municipalities in different parts of 
the United Kingdom must acknowledge 


‘that that was a very good result. It 


was not generally known in the House 
perhaps even to the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, that the amount borrowed 
for the municipal debt of the city of 
Glasgow did not cost the ratepayers, 
including the sinking fund, more than 
3 per cent. The and 
financial arrangements of the city of 
Glasgow were carried out on as good lines 
as any other municipality in the United 
Kingdom. 


business 


He was perfectly aware that this Bil! 
went further than the English Bull, but 
Scottish legislative proposals were always 
inadvance of those for the other parts ot 
the United Kingdom. It was so in the case 
of the licensing laws, local government, 
and education. The other day, in this 
House, when the Scotch Education Bill 
was under discussion, the hon. Member jor 
Camberwell regretted that the benefits 
given to Scotland by that Bill were 
not extended to England, whereupon 
the Lord-Advocate said—- 

“Tt is because you are not educated up 
to it.” 


Now, he hoped he might say that that 
was the justification for the Bill before 
the House, and that those hon. Members 
who came down there with the idea that 
this was a revolutionary measure, en- 
bodying extreme ideas, need not be 
dismayed. He would like to add that, 
as regarded details, these might be left 
for consideration and amendment in 
Committee. He trusted the House would 


‘allow the Bill to pass its Second Reading 


las in the case of the English Bill. 


He 


begged to move. 
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Mr. DOBBIE (Ayr Burghs) said he 
wished to second the Motion that the Bill 
be read a second time. This Bill, he 
argued, was not looked upon as in any 
sense a Party measure. It had behind 
it a large body of public opinion, and 
particularly a large body of municipal 
opinion. It was also noteworthy that 
every recently-elected Scotch Member 
had come pledged to support the principle 
embodied in this Bill. Its supporters 
believed that in the principle they had 
a remedy for non-employmert, as the 
ETinciple would break down a monopoly. 
It would also go far to solve 
housing problem. 
measure also relied on the recommenda- 
tion of the Royal Commission on the 


values. If they were told that this 
went further than the English Bill, he 
would say that the principle in the Bill 
did not deperd on whether the clause 
making the measure retrospective passed 
through Committee or not. The pro- 


moters stood for the principle that the | 


time had come when land values should 
be intercepted on the way to the 
pocket of the individual and applied to 
the expenses of the community through 
whose growth land values had 
created. He believed that the system 
of perpetual feus in Scotland was a 
justification of the argument put for- 


Bill | 


right hon. Gentleman the Member for 


been | of 1885 to his informal programme of 
| to-day. 
| hon. 
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shortly to consider the title to church 


lands and_ buildings in Scotland, 
which, so far as the legal title went, 
belonged absolutely to the members of 
oneChurch. But that would not prevent 
Members opposite from inviting the 
House to disregard that legal title, 
and on the ground of equity to” take 
steps to ensure that a large part of that 
property would come back to the larger 
body whose members contributed to its 
creation. The same principle applied 
to this clause of the Bill. While the 


| promoters were prepared to defend that 


the | 
The promoters of the 


principle, they only asked now that the 
3111 should pass its Second Reading, and 
that further opportunity for discussion 


should thus be given in Committee. 
Housing of the Working Classes, of 1885, | 
which was in favour of taxation of land | 


He thought the case for this Bill had 
been put better than he could do by the 


| West Birmingham. Speaking in I885, that 


right hon. Gentleman said that— 


“Groundrents had grown out of the prosperity 
and industry of the community, and the 
property had been improved by — local 
expenditure.” 

They might assume that the right hon. 
Gentleman had changed his opinion, 
and they might forgive him for not 


| preferring the non-authorised programme 


ward by the advocates of the retrospec- | 


tive clause. 


/ham as 


As an analogy, he referred to the | 
Crofters Act. That Act converted con- 
tracts for temporary occupancy into | 
contracts for perpetual occupancy. — It 


prevented the landlord from getting the | 


rent of monopoly and compelled him 
to take a fair rent fixed by Commis- 
sioners. 
the Crofters Act. 
to the landowner, “ Get what ground 
rent you van, but in so far as that 
ground rent has been created by the 
community we ask you to contribute < 
quota of it towards the expenditure 
incurred in developing the communities 
interests.” This House had, time and 
again, applied the same principle. They 


had at present in Scotland a question 
which would shortly come _ before 
this House. They would be invited 


| work, 


At all events, it was not for 
Gentlemen opposite to criticise 
proposals advocated by the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Birming- 
unintelligent or unworkable. 
He preferred to go for the economic 
teaching to Adam Smith and John 
Stuart Mill; and when they found, as 
they did in Scotland to-day, land- 
owners, as John Stuart Mill put it, 
growing richer in their sleep, without 
without economy, and without 


|risk, and when on the other hand they 


This Bill was less drastic than | 
The promoters. said | 


found the burden of local government 
growing larger every year on account 
of better and nobler ideals of housing, 
of comfort, and of enjoyment, and when 
they found all that burden falling on 
the shoulders of those least able to bear 
it, he hoped the House would agree with 
the municipal authorities in Scotland in 
saying that the time had come to face 
and grapple with that problem. He 
hoped the House would permit an 
opportunity of discussing the Bill in 
Committee. Hon. Members would then 
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be able to consider in detail a principle 
which had the approval of a large section 
of public opinion in Scotland. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


*Sir HUGH SHAW-STEWART (Ren- 
irew, HE.) said that in rising to move the 
rejection of this Bill, he would first take 
lave to reply to what he knew would 
be said, viz., that the Motion came from 
a Member who was personally interested 
in the rejection of the measure. But to 
ay that a landowner was personally 
terested in the rejection of this Bill was 
aot by any means to state the full extent 
of the issue, for he should proceed to 
show that the interests of the landowner 
ind the public interests were in this 
matter identical. 


He counted it a privilege to take anv 
part in this controversy, which aroused 
much attention, and would arouse more, 
but he should not tax the patience of the 
House by resorting to quotations from 
uithorities in order to prove bis case, for 
ie held that quotations, while of great 
value in articles and essays, were better 
woided in speeches. He should there- 
lore content himself in this respect by 
merely naming high authorities on whose 


evidence he might rely, citing such 
names as Sir Robert Giffen, Mr. Glad- 


stone, and the Report of the Royal Com- 
uission on Local Taxation. He should like 
to mention also an admirable speech by 
the hon. Member for Finsbury in the 


recent debate on the corresponding 
English Bill. 

Discarding quotations, therefore, he 
would proceed to deal with certain 


iallacies. which existed in the public 
mind; for, if he could expose success- 
lully these fatlacies, he should have gone 
lar to cut away the chief supports from 
thismeasure. The first fallac v was that feu- 
luties and ground values were possessed 
ind enjoyed chiefly by large landowners. 
In reality feu- duties were bought and 
sold like other stock in the money market, 

and were largely used as safe investments 
by individuals of small means, as well as 
by institutions such as churches. hospi- 
tals, and charitable societies. So that 
this Bill, by placing extra taxes on feu- 
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duties and ground values, would affect 
not only landowners but in large pro- 
portion the individuals and institutions 
he had named. 


The second fallacy was that the land- 
owner who had land to feu had only to 
sit at home and wait for applicants, 
strike a bargain, and pocket the purchase 
money. In reality he must first lay out 
large sums in plans for houses, gardens, 
streets, sewers, drains, and water supply, 
and, in most cases, actually make 
the streets and sewers and supply the 
water before ashilling came back to him. 
He had to wait for a return for his money. 
It was all the more necessary for kim to 
set his plans so that he might get the 


best return for his money when it 
did come; and the better return 
the landowner evertually got for his 


money the higher ratable value would 
accrue to the town and the more per- 
manent would be the improvements made 
by the landowner who could afford to 
wait. Further, it was becoming more 
and more recognised (they saw it in pro- 
posals for what were called Garden Cities) 
that attention should be paid to the 
public demand for open and 
gardens intermixed with houses or cot- 
tages, and all who heard him would agree 
that gardens ought to be enceuraged 
for two reasons: (a) they afforded valu- 
able and healthy breathing spaces, (b) 
they were a source of good wages for a 
healthy occupation. But if this Bill 
passed a landowner would at once have 
to stop all plans devised to benefit him- 
self and the public in this wav; he 
would be “ taxed out ” of useful projects 
for open spaces ; and he would be driven 
to a slovenly system of feuing his land as 
quickly as possible to the first building 
speculator who came along, to the loss 
and detriment of the whole community. 


spaces 


But there was a third fallacy in that 
some people, admitting loss to owners 
of feu-duties, large and small. admitting 
loss of the most suitable plans for develop- 


ing towns, admitting the loss of open 
spaces, said that immense pecuniary 


benefits would accrue to the town in other 
ways. Well, they made the statement, 
but did they succeed in proving it? He 
was sorry not to see the hon. Member 
for East Edinburgh in his place. 


The 











875 Land Values Taxation 
hon. Member lately stated that if the pro- 
visions of the Bill had been in force when 
he was Citv Treasurer a large annual 
sum instead of a small sum wou'd have 
been paid in respect of several acres of 
unbuilt land used for market gardens. 
True, a nominally larger sum wou!d be 
raised by taxation, but he omitted to 
balance against the larger sum what 
would have been the additional annual 
cost to the city in respect of paving, 


cleaning, lighting, and watching the 
streets and properties thereon, and 


these prettv large sums fell to be de- 
ducted irom the hon. Member’s estimate. 
That provel that grossly exaggerated 
estimates were made, even by persons of 
some experience, of the income likely to 
accrue to towns from this tax. Further, he 
would ask hon. Members to look at the 
provisions of Clause 7, dealing with de- 
ductions from assessment. 
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Could they point to any benefit likely 
to come to the great body of the people 
by this costly experiment. Would not 
increased taxation mean increased rents ? 
Ought they not rather to favour the pro. 
motion of gradual development to suit 
all classes with a due proportion of 
gardens and open spaces? He said he 
would refrain from quotations : but he 
confessed he was sorely tempted to quote 
from Mr. Wallace, president of the Land 
Nationalisation Society, as to the result of 
taxation of land values in America, and 
from the organ Justice of the Social 
Democratic Fedejation regarding similar 
results in Paris, both of which proved 
that land needed in, or near towns, became 
in consequence of similar Bills the sport 
of the jerry-builder—but he refrained, 


‘in return for the patience with which 


‘the House has heard his remarks, 


Could they | 


read through these provisions and main- | 


tain that all these deductions could be 


made from each vearly assessment with- | . : 
: e | identical. 


out immense labour and cost both to the 
burgh and to the individual ratepaver / 
All this cost must be deducted from the 
estimated increase of revenue. 


There was an entirely new principle | 


raised in this Bill. 
never yet been raised on capital, but 
always on income; 
introduce a new principle of taxation ina 


Local taxation had | 


was the House going to | 
| Paris. 


private Member's Bill on a Friday atter- | 


noon‘ But why limit the new principle 
to investments in land / 


Why not en- | 


force a corresponding tax on investments | 


in stocks and shares ? 
tradesman when he invested 
£1,006 in building-land be subjected to 
this extra tax, and when he invested 
another £100 or £1,000 in stocks or shares 
escape this tax’ The truth was that they 
were raising the whole question of taxation 
ot real and personal property, and they 
could not deal with this great question 
on a side issue. He would also draw 
the attention of the House to one particu- 
Jar provision of this Bill, viz.: Clause 7 
(/) which made the principle of the Bill 
retrospective. Imagine the confusion 
that would arise if this provision passed. 
What a glorious opportunity for endless 
litigation ! 

How did the representatives of 
the Labour Party look on this Bill / 

Sir Hugh Shaw-Stewart. 


Why should a | 
£100 or | 


He ended as he began by resting his case 
on the ground that the interests of the 
landowner and the public interests were 
What was the great need of 
the present day ¢ To make the suitable 
development of building land for houses 
(whether villas or workmen’s cottages), 
open spaces, and gardens, more easy and 
not more difficult, and he said that this 
Bill would make it more difficult by arti- 


| ficially raising the price of land, as they 


had seen occur in the United States and 
What was the great danger of the 
present dav / The temptation of burghs 
and cities was to embark reckless 
municipal expenditure, and this Bill 
would increase the temptation without 
providing any real increase of the means 
at their disposal. He asked the House 
to reject this n.easure on the ground that 
it would injure all public 
except One, viz.: an interest which they 
all respected, and which they could not 
do without, but which in no way required, 
nor indeed, expected, special favours 
irom this House—he meant the legal 
interest. 


Mr. BAIRD (Glasgow, Central) was ot 
opinion that the subject of the Bill was 
too complicated and the principle too 
far-reaching in its character to be dis: 
cussed and decided by an empty House in 
an afternoon. The proposal to tax feu- 
duties and ground which was the subject 
of agitation when he first stood for Parlia- 
ment had been largely abandoned in 


on 


interests. 
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favour of taxation of land values. The | 
objects of the Bill were two-fold. First, | 
to provide an additional fund from which 
rates might be relieved and further | 
improvements in burghs carried out ; | 
second, to break down what was called | 
land monopoly, and so to cheapen | 
building land and reduce rents in so far | 
as the cost of land entered into the cost | 
of providing the houses. These objects 
were probably popular. Another con- 
sideration was that vacant spaces in 
towns and building lots just outside the 
towns were alleged to be held up for a 
rise in price though either not rated at 
all or only at agricultural value. He 
did not justify such holding up, as con- 
trary to public policy and the interest 
of landowners generally, and hoped that 
the question might be dealt with in some 
other way. But, in order to remedy | 
one injustice, they should not proceed to | 
inflict other injustice of a widespread 
character. If, however, such land was 
held up, the probability was that when 
it came into use the building would be 
more valuable and form a subject for 
higher assessment than if it had come | 
earlier into the market and been covered 
with inferior buildings, so that i the 
long run the ratepayers would not suffer. 
But he should be told that this was not 
entirely a ratepayers’ question, and that 
the landowner had no right to the higher 
value conferred on the land by the 
presence of the community. This in- 
troduced the doctrine of unearned incre- 
ment which, whether right or wrong, he 
would not discuss, but which was un- 
doubtedly in the Bill. The proprietor | 
of a house would have extreme difficulty 


in assessing the value of the land | 
apart from the building. These | 
feu- duties were a favourite form of | 
investment of the funds of charitable | 
societies. Churches and other bodies | 
who sought a certain income with | 
good security would be hit both | 


in capital and income if this proposal | 
were carried into effect. He con- 
demned the provision for breaking 
existing contracts, remarking that those 
who had entered into such contracts 
would be unable to escape, while these 
who desired to make such contracts in 
the future would probably find a way of 
doing so. Finally, he considered that 
the House should be guided by the 
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Report of the Royal Commission on 
Local Taxation, which was against the Bill. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘upon 
this day six months.’” — (Sir Hugh Shaw- 
Stewart.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


Mr. CROMBIE (Kineardineshire) sa d 
it was with extreme diffidence that he 
ventured to intervene in this debate 2s 
he was not capable of speaking as an 
expert on the subject of land values. He 
Was. however. compelled to speak beeause 


}of what he might call his Parliamentary 
| conscience. although he had great difficultv 
|in deciding howto act regarding the Bill. 


He might savy that he was not at ell 
involved by the measure. 
He agreed with the main principle of 
taxation of Jand values. and 
he had experienced no hesitation 
for the Bill imtroduced 
Member for Elland 
weeks regarding the application 
of that principle to England. but he 
doubted whether the introduction of a 
Bill of this kind would do much to help 
that principle. He was not at all sure 
that the advance, if it could be so called, 
was not entirely in a wrong direction, 
and if it was a question of being educated 
up to such a measure he was afraid he had 


some 


ago 


/ not vet attained that measure of education. 


A great deal had been said regarding 


| the sacredness of contracts, but he had no 
| hesitation in saying that no contract was 


sacred from the operation of Parliament, 
provided it became a menace to the publie 
good. The safety of the people was the 
supreme law, and so far as that went he 
did not think there was any harm in 
dealing with the question. There was 
no justification for the taxation of feu- 
duties. Supposing he wanted to buy a 
piece of land in the neighbourhood of a 
town worth £1,000 and went to a land- 
ewner who offered to sell it to him out- 
right. Having paid the landowner the 
£1,000, supposingthe latter went away ard 
squandered the £1,000 in riotous living 
they could not get at himany more. Bit 
if he went to another landowner who said, 
“Twill not only sellto you, but willadvarce 
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vou the whole sum and you will pay me 


interest at the rate of £40 a year and for | 


that I shall have the security of the land,” 
why should they go back upon tha~ bar- 
gain and tax what was practically in- 
terest on a mortgage. He could not see 
the slightest reason for that. They were 
told that it was the landlord who 
ought to be muleted for the public 
good, but this man was not the land- 
lord, and the Bill was 
mulet him for the public good. 
duties were still invested in by friendly 
societies, trades unions, and small people, 


and these were the people who would be | 
taxed and they would not be taxed for | 


the public good, because it would be 
simply transferring the tax from the 
pocket of the occupier—the feu-holder-—- 
to the feu superior. Therefore, there 
would be nothing for the public good. 
He considered that was the great evil 
of the Bill. 

At 
there 
spect 
remedied, and in 
supported by the 
Central Glasgow. 
burgh they would find a large amount 
of land outside the town rated at its 
agricultural value, say £1 per acre, yet 
the owner of that land knew that to- 
morrow he could feu the land for £10, £20, 
or £40 per acre. It was unfair that this 
land should not be rated at its proper 
value and that the landowner should be 
allowed to walk off by feuing the land 
and no longer be rated. He was in 
sympathy with the principle of the 
rating of land values, but he felt a great 
difficulty whether or not he should vote 


the same time he admitted 
was a great injustice in 
to feus which he desired to 
that desire he 
hon. Member 


see 
was 
for 


for the principle without voting for a | 


ereat deal of the evil which was em- 
bodied in this Bill. If this were a 
Government Bill introduced by either 
Party he should unhesitatingly vote 
against it; if it were a private Member’s 
Bill, introduced early in the session and 
likely to pass. he should vote against it ; 
but seeing that a Bill introduced at 
this period of the session was not likely 
to pass, he should regard a vote in favour 
of it as merely a vote in favour of the 
principle of taxing land values. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) said that as 
reference had been made to the difference 


Mr. Crombie. 
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| between the Bill now under consideration 


and the measure read a second time 
recently relating to England and Wales. 
it would be well for the House to under- 
stand how the two Bills were related. 
Although their methods differed con. 
siderably they had their foundation jn 
the same movement. Three years ago » 
large conference of rating authorities 
held in London, declared with practica 
unanimity that the principle of levying 
a portion of the rates upon land values 
| Was just and equitable, and they deputed 
a representative committee to draw up 
a Bill or Bills embodying the principle. 
That committee soon found that it was 
impossible to draw one Bill applicable to 
both English and Scotch conditions, and 
therefore separate measures were drafted 
for the two countries. Every candia man 
would admit that the conditions in Seot- 
land were very different from the con- 
In Sevtland they 


‘already had a division of the rates in 


re- | 


some degree between the owner and the 


|ocecupier, and that was a considerable 


If they took a Scotch | 


justification for the fact that the Scotch 
Bill went further than the English mea- 
sure. He would not argue the Second 


| Reading of the Bill simply on the question 


of whether perpetual feu-duties ought 
to be included in or exempted from the 
operation of the Bill. He was glad to see 
on the Treasury Bench, representing the 
Government, a Gentleman who had 
already voted in favour of the principle 
of the taxation of land values, and he 


| hoped the right hon. Gentleman would 





to-day give a further declaration of his 
belief in the principle, although he might 
have criticisms to offer on the extent ot 
the methods of this particular measure. 


The mover of the rejection of the Bill had 
referred to three fallacies commonly held 
in relation to this matter. The first was 
that it would be unjust to levy a portion 
of the rates on land values because the 
owner had to spend a great deal on drains 
and streets before the land could be 
developed. But that was an element in 
the valuation, and it was a deduction 
which any valuer would take inte account 
before fixing the value of an undeveloped 
estate. The second fallacy was that such 
a proposal would tax gardens out ol 
existence. The very opposite would be 
the case. 
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*Sirn HUGH SHAW-STEWART: It 
has prevented the making of gardens and 
open spaces in America. 


Mr. WHITLEY said the hon. Member 
must be mistaken, as there was no similar 
Act in operation in America. He was 
probably referring to the Improvements 
Clause, but even that had not had the 
effect which the hon. Member suggested. 
Personally, he was strongly convinced 
that the application of the principle of 
this measure would lead to a large in- 
crease in the amount of land attached to 
houses. The price of an estate in the 
course of its development from agricul- 
tural to building Jand increased on the 
average no less than seven-fold. For 
agricultural purposes 6d. per square yard 
might be taken as an extreme price, but 
that identical land, without anything 
having been done to it, rose to at least 
3s. 6d. per square yard before it was 
utilised for housing purposes. 


*Sir HUGH SHAW-STEWART: 
Streets and sewers would have to be 
made. 


Mr. WHITLEY: Iam speaking quite 


apart from streets and sewers. 


*Sir HUGH SHAW-STEWART: But 
‘ou said nothing would have been done 
to the land. 


Mr. WHITLEY said he had already 
dealt with the point that the necessary 
expenditure for the development of an 
estate was a deduction which would be 
taken into account, and he was now 
speaking quite apart from that par- 
ticular matter. If the effect of the 
passing of the Bill was to render land 
available for building purposes directly 
it left its agricultural value, a man might 
get for the same price seven times as 
much land in connection with his house, 
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order that the horrible accumulation 
of bricks and mortar might be prevented. 
But that would never be accomplished 
unless some such Act as was now pro- 
posed were in existence, because it woula 
be absolutely impracticable for local 
authorities to purchase the necessary land. 


The third fallacy to which the hon. 
Member referred was that a large 
revenue would be derived from the 
taxation of land values. Personally, he 
had never based his advocacy of this 
principle purely or even mainly on its 
financial aspects. It would bring in a 
certain new revenue, but not to the ex- 
tent which some people wildly stated. 
He held strongly that the social ad- 
vantages of this reform would be in- 
finitely greater than any financial benefit. 
It was a proposal, not for creating a new 
tax, but for abolishing a bad exemption. 
Why should land, which more than any 
other property gained from local ex- 
penditure, be exempt from contributing 
to local taxation? Two men might 
have plots of land one alongside the 
other. If one man put up a house he 
was immediately rated on the house and 
the land, but the other man, if he held his 
land, although it would be increasing 
in value from the expenditure of the 
community, would be exempted. 


The question had been asked why, if 
land was taxed on its capital value, stocks 
and shares should not be similarly taxed. 
That was a very old argument. If it 
was simply a question of rating a man 
according to his property or wealth the 
one should be rated as well as the other. 
But land held a relation to the com- 
munity which dwelt upon it, and which 
could not exist without it. If land were 
a monopoly in the hands of one person 


everybody would be advocating the 


| passage of such a measure as he was now 


or with the same amount of land there | 


would be less cost and consequently 
less rent to pay. 


spaces, it would unquestionably 


As to public open | 
im- | 


mensely increase the facilities of local | 
part fof the wealth created by great 


autherities for purchasing and holding 
open spaces. 
had recently advocated that a garden 
belt should be formed around English 
cities before they expanded further in 


A gentleman in Manchester | 
' nothing !iback 


supporting, and the fact that themonopoly 
was in the hands of a large number of 
persons—large in itself, but small ir 
proportion to the whole commurity— 
only mitigated, and did not in any way 
remove the evil. It was possible for 
these persons to extract a_ large 


industrial communities and yet give 
for the benefits they 
had received. This was the great 
social evil they were endeavouring to 
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remove in the proposals of this and the 
English Bill. 

He thought they were justified in 
continuing to bring forward these pro- 
posals. They had had a_ confession 
not long ago from the Treasurv Bench 
that the Government had no hope of 
dealing with the rating question, and 
therefore how could the hon. Member 
blame them for endeavouring to bring 
this subject forward on a Friday after- 
noon. They had waited patiently for 
ten years and vet the Government had 
made no move. He hoped that the time 
was not far distant when a move of some 
kind would be made in the direction they 
were advocating. They had had a great 
object-lesson near at hand during the 
last few weeks in the case of East Ham. 
There a great community was groaning 
under the burden of the rates, and feeling 
it so severely that they had been com- 
pelled to throw off the obligations which 
the House had placed upon them, That 
district was nothing but a swamp tweity- 
five years ago, and now it was covered 
with miles of dismal streets and houses 
of one pattern, where the overflow of 
London’s population went to sleep after 
their dav’s work was done. The com- 
plaint was that there was not ratable 
value enough to bear the burden of the 
local debt placed upon it. And why ¢ 
Because the great natural rate fund had 
been abstracted. Before this vast area 
could be used for sleeping purposes, in 
the interval between the swamp and the 
erection of the buildings, the great value 
had been taken by the owner of the 
swamp, and the kernel having been 
taken away they were left only with the 
husks. No conceivable ratable value 
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could meet the financial obligations of 


the community. For this they had a 
remedy near at hand, and that was to 
restore to the community a part of that 
natural rate fund which had been created 
in land values by the presence oi the com- 
munity. This was obvious from the 
very fact that every busy industrial 
community raised the value of the land 
in its neighbourhood, and that indicated 
to all reasonable men that there was a 
natural rate fund there which ought to 
be applied in large part to the funda- 
mental needs of that community. If 
they could only get that done they would 
have none of those difliculties and _re- 


Mr. Whiley. 
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bellions against the obligations put upon 
them by Parliament. 


He was suffering from a bad cold 
and did not intend to inflict himself 
at any length upon the attention of 
the House, but he should like to 
commend to the Lord - Advocate the 
study of a recent Blue - book 
by the Government. It 
“Further Correspondence 


issued 
called 
Relating to 


Wis 


the Affairs of the Transvaal and _ the 
Orange River Colony,” and it was 
circulated one day last week. It con- 


tained the Report of the Colonia! Secre. 
tary of the Transvaal and gave a most 
interesting description of what they had 
done in the matter of rating there, Jt 
described how thev hid considered. with 
the best expert advice they could com- 
mand, the way in which they should set 
up their new rating system in the re- 
creation of a properly - governed com- 
munity, and this was their conclusion— 

“The fundamental conception of the Bill was 
to rate according to its capital value each 
separate interest in land, exempting only those 
due to expire in ten years or less.” 





Now these two measures became law 
by Proclamation in July, 1902. and 9 
they had had three years experience of 
their working. They went on to say on 
the next page that alreadv— 

“The rating law had actually stool the test 
of application.” 

A little further on there was a» interest- 
ing reference to the city of Glasgow ii 
which they stated— 

‘A noticeable feature in this ‘rdinance is 
the provision for the recovery of rates modelled 
on the practice adopted in Glasgow, which lias 
proved highly effective both in securing the 
punctual payment o: rates and in reducing the 
cost of collection.” 


They were asking the House that aiter- 
noon to take a lesson in the same school. 
There was another interesting quotation 
which bore most closely or the point they 


were discussing. This had the imprimatur 


of Lord Milner and the very Government 
which was now represented on the Trea- 
sury Bench. Therefore he hoped the 
Lord-Advocate was not going to deny to 
a less-favoured community what al 


/ready as a member of the Government 


he had consented to in the new colony of 
the Transvaal. The Colonial Secretary 
of the Transvaal said— 

“The land within and even beyond a radius of 
six miles bad acquired a high prospective value 
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from the expectation that within a few years 
it would be converted into suburbs. A vreat 
portion of it had already been marked out and 
sold as townships. However wide this area 
might appear it was certain that the land 
acquired its high value owing to the proximity 
of the town near at hand. There appeared to 
be nothing inequitable, therefore, in making 
the owners of these lands contribute to the 
veneral expenses of the community whose 
industry and enterprise were responsible for 
nine-tenths of the value which these lands had 
acquired.” 

In this Bill they were not asking for nine- 
tenths but only for one-tenth of that 
value. He would make just one other 
reference to another document. He was 
challenged the other day in regard to some 
figures which he gave relating to the effect 
of a tax of this kind in the colony of 
New South Wales. The hon. Member for 
Salford was good enough to hand to him 
the Report of the Labour Commission 
to the Legislative Assembly of New 
South Wales for the year 1904, no doubt 
thinking that this document would 
destroy the facts on which he had based 
his argument. His argument was that 
the removal of the exemption of those 
land sites from municipal rating had a 
great effect in reducing the number of 
the unemployed, and he gave some very 
striking figures showing how in New 
South Wales the figures had dropped 
alter the introduction of the measure 
first to one-half and afterwards to one- 
third of the numbers they stood at pre- 
viously to the adoption of this Report. 
He found the document of the hon. Mem- 
ber for Salford, presented to him to re- 
move his ignorance, only confirmed him 
in his belief, because it stated on the very 
second page that— 

“Inthe suburbs the land tax superimposed 
on municipal taxation has stimulated the 
owners of vacant land into doing something to 
secure a return for their outlay. During the 
commercial depression which this State passed 
through a few years ago, many people who 
rented houses found it necessary to rent one or 
two rooms only, or to share a house with their 
neighbours. With the recovery from the 
general depression, families are once more 
enabled to enjoy a house to themselves.” 


That, of course, bad a double effect on 
the comfort of the population and 
production naturally, and not by any 
artificial means of work for the unem- 
ployed. He was not a great believer in 
any of those State systems of machinery 
for making artificial employment, but 
he did believe that here was a great 
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remedy which would find employment 
by vatural means, without too much 
State officialism, if they took away this 
power of withholding land from its best 
use. In his opinion there ought to be no 
willing worker in this country unemployed 
as long as there was land put to anything 
less than its best use, and, if they levied 
even a small tax or rate upon land which 
was withheld from its best use, in that 
way they would, better than by 
artificial methods, bring work to those 
who were now workless, and at the same 
time they would be liberating the land 
surrounding all great cities, and 
enabling the people to live with more air 
about them and more comfort inside their 
houses than at the present time. 


Str CHARLES RENSHAW (Renfrew 


W.) rose to address the House. 


Mr. PURVIS (Peterborough) drew at- 
tention to the fact that fewer than forty 
Members were present. 


A quorum was, after a brief interval, 
formed. and 


*Sir CHARLES RENSHAW proceeded 
with his speech. He said that the hon. 
Member for Halifax had endeavoured 
to justify the difference between the pro- 
posals of the Bill now under considera- 
tion and the measure which the hon, 
Member for Elland had previously sub- 
mitted to the House. The hon. Member 
for Halifax had stated that the condi- 
tions of Scotland were different from 
those of England, inasmuch as there was 
already a division in the rating between 
owners and occupiers, and that, therefore, 
that was the ground on which this Bill 
proposed to go further than the English 
Bill. On the occasion when the English 
Bill was before the House, Scotch and 
Irish Members were asked to support it 
because, it was alleged, its provisions might 
subsequently be extended to Scotland 
and Ireland. He did not know whether 
the hon. Member for Elland regarded 
this measure as the same as the Bill which 
he introduced. 


Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland): In principle; 
21 
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*Srr CHARLES RENSHAW said there 
vas a very great difference between this 
Bill and the hon. Member’s English Bill. 
In the first place, there was the some- 
what striking feature that not a single 
name which appeared on the Bill of 14th 
April was on the back of this Bill. It 
was also to be noticed that the Bill then 
under consideration was prefaced by a 
very clear explanatory note showing 
what the actual proposals of the Bill were. 
Now, he noticed that on this Bill there 
was an absence of any such Memorandum. 
There were other very significant differ- 
ences. The Member for Elland pro- 
posed to capitalise the site value and make 
a charge in respect of rates calculated 
at 3 per cent. on the site value. Again, 
the English Bill carefully safeguarded 
all existing contracts. By that measure 
the rates were to be levied on the value of 
the building and on the value of the land ; 
that was to say, there would bea separate 
rate levied as between the value of the site 
and the value of the buildings on the site ; 
and there was power given to deal with 
parks and pleasure grounds. In the 
present Bill the valuation was not to be 
taken at 3 per cent. Most of them who 
were familiar with land ownership would 
be very satisfied with such a rate of in- 
vestment. This Bill went much further 
than the English Bill, and took 4 per 
cent. of the value of the land. There was 
to be a new rate, limited to 2s. in the £ 
on the value of the land when it had been 
fixed; but the net proceeds of such 
new assessment was to be leviable only 
upon owners. This additional rate upon 
the owners was to be used in relief of the 
occupying ratepayers. Occupiers were 
apparently to pay their rates on the present 
full value, whilst owners were to pay their 
share on the basis at which they paid at 
present, and to pay an additional rate 
as well. 


He did not think hon. Members 
generally realised what a large proportion 
of rates was paid in respect of ownership 
in Scotland. The latest Local Taxation 
Returns which were available—those for 
1901, the Scotch Office being remiss in 
that respect—showed that out of 


assessments raised in burghs, counties, | 


and parishes in Scotland in that year, of 
£4,890,000, £2,190,000 was raised in re- 
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raised in respect of occupancy. It was 
rather curious to observe that whilst the 
rates in counties on ownership were 
nearly twice what they were on occu. 
pancy, the rates on occupancy in burghs 
were almost three times what they were 
in respect of ownership. At the same 
time there were a large number of rates 
in burghs, such as those for municipal 
buildings, roads, and bridges, poor rate, 
and the like, which were levied half on 
owners and half on occupiers ; while in 
the city of Glasgow the occupier paid the 
whole of the police,sanitary, and domestic 
water rate. He ventured to submit 
that any change of the kind suggested in 
the Bill, if it became law, would have the 
effect of throwing a heavy additional 
burden upon ownership as _ against 
occupancy, and that would inflict a very 


considerable amount of hardship. Sup- 


porters of this Bill always maintained 
that owners did not bear their proper 
share of the rates in urban localities, 
because the expenditure of the rates in 
the locality benefited their property, 
and therefore they ought to bear a larger 
proportion than they now did. In the 
great city of Glasgow, which was typical 
of other burghs in Scotland, he did not 
believe that it could be urged that such 
a transference could be made, relieving 
as it would do the occupying tenants of 
the burgh, and throwing an additional 
burden on ownership, without compelling 
owners to pay something which gave 
them really no direct benefit. The 
benefit of rates levied on occupancy 
attached far more to occupancy than to 
ownership. He knew of no_ greater 
hardship than the fact that the police in 
the counties of Scotland were entirely 
paid at the expense of ownership ; and 
yet those police were available, not 
primarily for the purpose of protecting 
landowners or of seeing that people 
did not run away with houses, but wer 








maintained to preserve law aud order 
‘amongst the citizens generally, wh 
| were far more numerous as occupiers thai 
as owners. He had always felt that that 
was a hardship upon the owners, ant 
that the occupiers should bear a lal’ 
share of the burden of the police rate. 


” Clause 7 seemed to be a sort of after 
thought ; he did not think it appearel 


spect of ownership, and £2,700,000 was | in the early Bills. That clause proposed 
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to abrogate all contracts entered into 
before the measure became law. This 
was the most striking difference between 
the English and the Scotch Bill. He 
regretted that the hon. Member for 
Argyllshire, and the hon. Member for 
Ayr Burghs, in moving and seconding the 
Bill, did not make use of any fresh argu- 
ments in support of this very drastic 
proposal. He knew that the basis of a 
Bill of this kind was said to be found in the 
Minority Report of the Royal Commis- 
sion on Taxation, which was signed by 
Lord Balfour of Burleigh and the late 
Lord Kinross; but that Report stated 
that all existing contracts should be 
absolutely respected. He contended 
that there was no justification for a 
measure so extreme as that now sub- 
mitted for the consideration of the 
House. ee 

What would be the position of the 
unfortunate landowner in Scotland—tor 
he would be unfortunate indeed — if 
this Bill ever passed ? He would have 
to value for himself the value of the land 
upon which his house, or railway, or dock, 
or factory was built separately from the 
value attaching to the buildings upon it. 
It was suggested that there was a parallel 
in the case of valuation for in- 
come-tax. But that was a_ totally 
different question. When a man made 
a return of his income he had got to deal 
with no intangible quantity ; but here 
the unfortunate owner of property had 
got to face all the problems which had 
vexed the most acute and capable minds 
of many generations of valuators, and 
fix the value of the land apart from the 
buildings. He had also to shut out from 
his mind everything that was built on the 
site in his immediate neighbourhood. 
Then he had to close his eyes and 
tefuse to consider the question of 
the value of the site from an amenity 
point of view. This was one of 
the most difficult problems to approach ; 
and he could not imagine anything more 
injurious to industrial life in Scotland 
than that a Bill of this kind should 
become law. The hon. Member for 
Halifax referred to East Ham. What 
was to prevent any man going down 
‘there and establishing a factory? It 
was the high rates amounting to 10s. in 
the £. But when a man put up a 
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factory in such a locality he knew per- 
fectly what he was about, and that he 
would have to pay 10s. in the £ for rates ; 
but if he went outside that district he 
would only have to pay perhaps 2s. or 3s. 
in the £. Naturally this was a considera- 
tion in fixing a lovality for creating 
public works. . a 


The corporation of the great city of 
Glasgow had decided to support this Bill 
which dealt very drastically with the 
ownership of land. It proposed to place an 
additional heavy burden on ownership, in 
order to render the position of the occupy- 
ing tenant better than it was at present. 
The difficulty of arriving at an equitable 
assessment of the separate values of a 
site and the buildings upon it would be 
insuperable. Moreover, in his opinion 
the cost of assessment would be enor- 
mously increased if they made provisions 
of the extraordinary kind proposed in 
this Bill. He admitted the necessity of 
broadening the basis on which local rates 
were raised. But they ought not to 
bring in the capital value of land alone. 
What was required was a complete change 
of the system on which local rates were 
levied. He denied that the Bill would 
be likely to reduce local expenditure. 
On the contrary, it proposed to tap ap 
additional source of taxation from a 
comparatively few owners of property, 
holding out thereby an inducement to 
municipal extravagance. As indicating 
the importance of the question, he 


would mention that the receipts 
of local authorities in Seotland in 
1901-2 was £16,811,000, as com- 


pared with £8,516,000 in 1891-2. No 
doubt the public mind was vexed at 
these constant additions to taxations. 
The Bill, indeed, upset the existing 
system, and would not settle any- 
thing. It was a _ thoroughly bad 
measure, the effect of which would be 
prejudicial to the best interests of local 
government in Scotland. It aimed a 
blow at contractual obligations, and 
generally it would retard the progress 
of a final settlement of local taxation 
difficulties and anomalies. The question 
of rating reform was a very large and 
important one; and he should prefer 
it should be dealt with by his right 
hon. friends than by hon. Gentlemen 
opposite. 

212 
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*Mr. FINDLAY (Lanarkshire, N.E.) said 
that he had been engaged in municipal 
work in the district in which he lived for 
upwards of twenty years. The increase of 
land value to the superiors had been grow- 
ing from year to year in this industrial 
centre in Scotland, so that the income 
derivable from the land had been greatly 
augmented through the enterprise of the 
people. He maintained also that the 
superiors, who possessed enormous power, 
placed conditions in contracts which 
feuars had to accept, otherwise the land 
would not be let to them. His municipal 
experience had convinced him, therefore, 
that the principle of the Bill was right in 
theinterests of the community that created 
the value of the land. It would not only 
be a step in the right direction, but it 
would spread taxation and make it more 
equitable than at present. He cited the 
case of a water scheme promoted in his 
d strict at a cost of over £100,000, the 
water being taken from bare hills miles 
away where the land was practically of 
little value. The municipality had 
to pay thousands of pounds for the 
land and way-leaves, and they wanted 
to see a better division of the incidence of 
taxation, so that those who were reaping 
the benefit of these public improvements 
should also pay their share of public 
burdens bearing so heavily to-day 
(n many municipalities. The city 
assessor of Glasgow, who dealt with 
over 5,500,000 rentals in a year, did 
not consider there would be much 
difficulty in dealing with the site ard the 
buildings values separately. He was of 
opinion that this Fill could be considered 
in Committee so as to deal fairly with all 
the interests involved. 


*Sir WILLIAM ARROL (Ayrshire, 8.) 
said that as a resident in Glasgow it was 
something new to him to have to come 
so far in order to learn what was hap- 
pening in that great city. He was very 
much interested in trade and commerce, 
and was naturally interested in ground 
values in the vicinity of their large in- 
dustrial concerns. This Bill, as far as he 
could see, would in a good many ways be 
a very serious thing In connection with 
their engineering industries, which it 
would hamper in a good many ways. 
He had been a resident in Glasgow for 


{COMMONS} 


'7s. right out. 





(Scotland) Bill. 


over forty years, and had taken an active 
part in the industries in and round about 
the city, and he was very much surprised 
to see that a great city like that could not 
get any representative to put forward its 
case,and should require to go to Argyllshiie 
and Ayrshire for the purpose of bringing 
forward a matter actually affecting it as 
a great commercial city. He would like 
to refer to what had been said about 
Motherwell. There were no great land 
difficulties there in connection with public 
works, and he did not think Motherwell 
had any grievance. But he thought 
they in Glasgow, in which he had been 
interested for forty years, had a consider- 
able grievance because they had to pro- 
vide houses for the people working in 
Motherwell. He had told the Motherwell 
people that it was a disgrace that they 
could not build houses for their own 
workmen instead of driving them into 
Glasgow. 
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Now he came to the question of the 
value of land in Glasgow. He knew 
something about that. When he started 
business he had only a small piece of 
ground in the city. Having but a 
limited capital he had to be very cautious, 
It was impossible for him to take a 
large piece of ground ; so as h’s require- 


ments grew he had to go farther 
afield. He first paid 5s. per square 


yard for his ground. Later on he tre- 
quired to extend his business pre- 
mises, and had to pay 9s. 6d. per square 
yard for ground lying alongside his pre- 
mises. A few years later he paid 16s, for 
ground for extension, and a neighbour 
at a later date had to pay 27s. for a piece 
on the other side of the street. As much 
as 40s. was asked for ground on the 
estate alongside. When the City Bank 
crash came the whole of that ground came 
down in value, and he got the same 
ground as he had paid 16s. and his neigh- 
bour 27s. at 7s. 6d. per square yard. 
‘s his business continued to grow he had 
to cross the street in another direction te 
ground for which the corporation and 
the school board had at an earlier date 
paid 15s., and he got the remainder for 
What were land values 
under these conditions ? Land was just 
a commodity and its value depended 
upon its use. Then he retuned to his 
original side of the street and got land! on 
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another estate. Twenty-five years pre- 
viously he had bought land at 27s., and he 
was able to get the remainder at 8s. three 
years ag). 
jelt in every district in Glasgow, and 
hundreds of people had been ruined 
by speculating in land expecting it to 
remain at a high price. 
all this 


Glasgow Corporation required anything 
they put 1d. or 2d. on the improvement 
rate, and the result was that there were 
hundreds of men speculating in! different 
properties in Glasgow. 


They had heard ‘great deal about 
sarden cities around their larger industrial 
zentres, but in his opinion there were no 


setter lungs for a city than large works, | 


vith extensive open spaces, and if the 
Glasgow Corporation would try to re- 
duce the rates so as to accommodate large 
works within the boundaries instead of 
driving them out, it would be a great deal 
better for the citizens and for the work- 
ing population. ¢The members of the 
corporation were for the most part very 
small ratepayers, and thev never felt the 
burden they put on the people by driving 
the large industries outside the city. The 
result would be the same as in the East 
Rnd of London. The works would be 
unable to pay the rates, and the working 
poople in the district would be over- 
burdenel. He might give another 
iastance of the difficulty of creating 
garden cities. He was interested in a 
concern employing about 2,000 hands. 
[t was about ten miles outside the city, 
and houses were built for the workpeople, 
though most of them preferred to live in 
thecity. The reason why the men were 
willing to work outside and yet live in 
the city of Glasgow was in order to get 


employment for the girls and women | 


left in it. He kaw a case where a 
man was content to live in Glasgow 
and get 5s. less weekly than he would 
have had jiving in Dumbarton where he 
worked simply because in the former 
place he had better facilities for finding 
employment for the female members of 
his family. 


Mr. SFINDLAY: Might not that be | 


the reason why men working at Mother- 
wall prefer to live in Glasgow. 
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The cause of | 
was, no doubt, greatly due | 
to speculation in land. Whenever the | 
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Srk WILLIAM ARROL, in conclusion, 


urged that it was the duty of the Glasgow 

| Corporation to give every facility for 
large works to be carried on within the 
city boundaries. 


| Mr. CHARLES DOUGLAS (Lanark- 
shire, N.W.) failed to gather from his 
remarks whether or not the hon. Member 
who spoke last intended to vote for the 
Bill,but feltat anvratethat he had supplied 
them with a great many valuable con- 
crete illustrations which greatly strength- 
ened the case in support of the measure. 
The promoters of the Bill were very 
sensible of the evils arising from specu- 
lation in land which was largely stimu- 
lated by the present system of rating, 
and they were equally sensible of the 
burden of the rates upon industry in 
‘towns and in crowded districts, and 
these were amongst the reasons that 
led him to support the present Bill. It 
had been fortunate that the discussion 
had proceeded on principles rather than 
on the details of the Bill. He did not 
complain that more than one Member 
had dealt with a very important detail, 
viz., the question of the taxation of feu- 
duties as proposed under the Bill. He 
readily understood the reluctance of the 
hon. Member who introduced the Bill, 
and of those who advised him to see 
the past results of the rating system 
go unchallenged. He concurred very 
largely with what had fallen from the 
hon. Member for Kincardineshire, that 
this was a part of the Bill which required 
to be amended, and it certainly was a 
matter which could be dealt with in 
Committee. He would not therefore 
labour the point at that stage. But 
although he had that opinion with regard 
to that particular point, he had no 
hesitation in giving a whole-hearted 
support to the Motion for the Second 
Reading. After all, the principle of 
the Bill was not affected by the question 
of how the new burden on land was to 
be distributed or how they were going 
to deal with existing contracts. 


It was the view of those who supported 
the Bill that the value of land was enor- 
mously increased by public expenditure, 
and therefore it was the fairest subject 
for special taxation for local purposes. 
Some indeed went further and said that 
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the value of land as land, apart from all 
matters of capital invested in it, was 
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should bear its share of the burden caused 
by that expenditure which had contri- 
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altogether due to public expenditure | buted so largely to its value. 


and to the population by which that | 
expenditure was required. Eventually | 
all public expenditure went to increase | 


the value of the land in the neighbour- | 


hood in which the public money was | 


nee quinine bese ia /authorities had had 


laid out. 
the land were worth no more as buildings, 
and the insurance value on them was no 
greater on account of the public expendi- 


ture. Notoriously the increase went 
altogether to the value of the site. His 


hon, friend the Member for East Renfrew- 
shire had asked why stocks and shares 
should not be similarly dealt with. 


expenditure had benefited any other 
class of property, he admitted at once 
it would be a fair case for con- 
sideration, especially if it were a kind 
ot property which was in its very 
nature what land was—a monopoly. 
believed that his hon. friend disputed 
the contention that property—as garden | 
land—was a monopoly, but he was bound 
to admit that in the matter of locality 
it was a monopoly, and their contention 
was that locality was the very essence 
ot the case. By land they did not mean | 
a patch of land anywhere; they meant 
that land in a particular situation gained 
value from local expenditure, and it 
could not be replaced by any other 
tract of land in the world. The locality 
was the monopoly, and therefore for their | 
purposes land in the sense of site was 
« monopoly. They therefore claimed | 
that there was ample justification for im- | 
posing special taxation on site values. 
The public authorities were entitled to 
draw upon the value which their expendi- | 
ture had giventothe land. The question 
whether the expenditure was extrava- 
gant was an absolute side issue, but the | 
contention was that the local authorities 
could not meet their obligations and could 
not maintain the standard of a civilised 
community under modern industrial con- 
ditions unless they were allowed to go to 
those who were their proper debtors and 


obtain for the community something of | 
'and therefore could not be said to be i» 
favour of the Bill. 


the value which communal expenditure 
had given to the land which they were 
privileged to use. On that ground they | 
claimed that land ought to be rated | 
separately from all other subjects, and 


Mr. Charles Douglas, 


Well, | 


it he could show a case in which local | ; : 
|of Glasgow had expressed very strongly 


He | 


| greatly encouraged by the present system 


| market. 


The Member for West Renfrew had 
spoken of the heavy burden of rates 


‘in East Ham and had suggested that 


as an argument against the Bill. But 
the reply to that was that if the locai 
access, as thev 
should have done, to the value of the 


/improvements which they themselves 
. were making, the burden of rates upon 


houses and industry would have been 


|very different to what it was to-day. 


He personally however, attached far more 
importance to another point. His hon, 
friend the Member for the Central Division 


the view that the holding up of the land 
for higher prices was a misfortune, but 
he had not suggested to them a means by 
which that misfortune might be remedied. 
He himself thought the misfortune was 


of rating. That system constituted a 
positive exemption of the very subject 
which it was most desirable to rate 


‘heavily in order that there might be a 


greater inducement to bring it into the 
It was not only unjust but in the 


highest degree impolitic that there 


/should be a holding up of land for 


a ransom price. It was because he 


'found his views on this point expressed 


in the Bill that he should support it. 
Its machinery might be imperfect, it con- 


tained, no doubt, provisions that ought 
'to and could be modified in Committee, 


but it gave effect to a view which, in his 


| opinion, was sound in policy, and therefore 


he had no hesitation in giving it his sup- 
port. 


*Mr. HOZIER said he felt the Bill was 
not one on which he ought to give a 
silent vote. The hon. Member for 
North-West Lanarkshire had _ stated 
that he was supporting a Bill for the 
taxation of land values, but he had care- 
fully explained that he was only going to 
vote for it on general principles. He 
objected to the taxation of feu-duties 


Mr. CHARLES DOUGLAS: I took 


exception to a single clause. 
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*Mr. HOZIER: It is the longest and | 


most important clause. Does every hon. 
Member opposite repudiate it then ? 


Mr. TREVELYAN pointed out that a 
good many of those who were in favour | 
of the taxation of land values repudiated 
that clause. 


*Mr. HOZIER: Is my hon, friend’s 
name on the back of the Bill 2 


Mr. TREVELYAN: No. 

*Mr. HOZIER said he wanted some- 
one whose name was on the back 
of the Bill to say if the promoters 


repudiated the clause. Continuing, 
he said he desired to congratulate 


the hon. Member for South Ayrshire on 
his admirable contribution to that day’s 
debate. He was an oppressed feuar on 
his (the speaker’s) father’s property in 
Glasgow, and he was glad that he seemed 
to be pretty well satisfied. It was 
a somewhat remarkable fact when they 
considered the enormous interest supposed 
to be taken ir that Bill in Scotland that 
when the House was almost counted out 
there were only five Scotch Members on 
the Opposition side. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid.) : 


How many were there on your side ? 


*Mr. HOZIER: We are not bound to 
make a House for this Bill, of which we 
disapprove. 


Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): There 
were twenty-four Scottish Members on 
this side. 


*Mr. HOZIER: That was not so, but 
at any rate the House was within an ace 
of being counted out. Forty-two Mem- 
bers only came in, and one of these 
was the Lord-Advocate. 


An HON. MEMBER: You moved the 


count. 


*Mr. HOZIER said that was the case, 
and he did so because he disapproved of 
the Bill very much, and seeing that so 
little interest was manifested in it by hon. 
and right hon, Gentlemen opposite— 
there was not one Member of the Front 
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Opposition Bench present at the time— 
he could not see why the discussion 
He had been a careful 
listener during the whole of the debate, 
and he was bound to say he thought the 


/mover, the hon. Member for Argyllshire, 


advanced a very curious argument for 
Glasgow being entitled to impose an 
extra rate on the community. His 
contention was, in fact, that the Glasgow 
Corporation managed its affairs in so 
satisfactory a manner, for it only rated 
the occupier to the extent of 2s. in the £, 
that it ought, therefore, to have more 
money to play with. He never brought 
forward one single argument in favour of 
what, after all, was the really monstrous 
proposal in the Bill, viz., the taxation of 
existing feu-duties ; indeed, no one who 
had spoken in support of the Bill had 
argued in favour of it; on the contrary, 
most of them had absolutely repudiated 
the idea, and he had reason to believe the 
hon. Member for the Border Burghs who 
was to speak later on would express 
very much the same opinion. But on 
the other hand, hon. Members cpposite 
would do well to bear in mind that if 
they did not tax the feu-duties—that was 
the superior—by this Bill they would tax 


‘the feuar or vassal, who would not like 


such treatment, and would have his own 
remedy, for he possessed ever so many 
more votes than the superior. Feu-duties 
already paid income-tax, and now it was 
proposed under this Bill to impose on 
them a municipal duty in addition of 10 
per cent. 


The feu-duties were quite distinct 
from ground rents, and he wanted hon. 
friends from English constituencies to 
understand that point. Practically no 
builder in Scotland would accept a 


_ ground lease in Scotland, no matter how 


long that lease might be. He would not 
even take one for 999 years; he always 
insisted on having perpetuity. A feu 
was pfactically a sale and the feu- 
duty was nothing more nor less than the 


interest on a mortgage, and did they wish 


the interest on mortgages on land to be 
taxed for local purposes ? The man who 
was called the superior sold the land to 
the feuar, and the superior practically 
advanced the whole of the purchase money 
to him on the security of the land. H 
he took a mortgage instead there would 
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be no question of taxing him, and there- 
fore, it could not possib'y be argued 
that a tax should be imposed on feu- 
duties. Moreover, a man who feued a 
piece of land got a very great advantage 
over a purchaser if he were, for instance, 
a builder or a manufacturer with a certain 
amount of money which he required for 
building purposes. He had no necessity 
to pay for the land if he feued it, and 
all his capital became available for 
building or expanding his _ business, 
On the contrary, if he bought the land, 
the very utmost he could obtain of the 
purchase money on mortgage would be 
three-quarters. Ought the interest on 
mortgages on land to be taxed for local 
purposes? It was already taxed for 
income-tax purposes. There was not a 
single argument that applied to feu- 
duties which did not apply to mortgages 
on land in any locality whatever. Feu- 
duties were quite different from ground 
rents. The superior could never get any 
more than his fixed feu-duty, there was 
no anearned increment for him, and the 
taxation of feu-duties would not add one 
single penny to the assessable value of a 
town or county. It would only be a 
readjustment and a general smash up 
of contracts. 


The great proportion, probably two- 
thirds, of feu-duties were held not 
by large proprietors, but by men of 
small means, by churches, by charitable 
institutions, and by friendly societies. 
In fact, feu duties were bought and sold 
at the present moment as securities con- 
sidered even better than Consols. 
constituted a very favourite form of in- 
vestment. If they taxed the feu-duties, 
surely it would be a case of the worst 
possible form of taxation without repre- 
sentation. It would absolutely kill the 
system of feuing which enabled men with 
small capital to develop industries. Tax- 
ing existing feu-duties would mean rob- 
bing, not so much the rich man, who was 
well able to look after himself, but the 
churches, charities, trusts, small proprie- 
tors, and friendly societies which had 
invested an enormous amount of money 
in them in good faith. He, therefore, 
trusted that those who did not wish to 
injure, among others, charities, friendly 
societies, would vote against the Second 


Reading of this Bill. 
Mr. Hozier, 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. THOMAS SHAW (Hawick 
Burghs) said the last speaker had made 
a not vnnatural, but at the same time 
a perfectly courteous reference to himself, 
and he would answer him in exactly the 
same spirit. Since the critical moment 
to which reference had been made—the 
moment -of an unsuccessful attempt to 
count out the House, he had been con- 
tinuously present and he was conse- 
quently surprised to hear the hon. 
Gentleman declare that the most impor- 
tant clause in the Bill was the seventh 
clause. To his mind it was the least 
important clause. It had been almost 
universally repudiated in the course of 
the debate. 


*Mr. HOZIER: It is the very essence 
of the Bill. 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW said the seventh 
clause had reference not to site value at 
all, not to putting feu-duties under the 
ban of this rew taxation, but it had 
reference simply and solely to the ques- 
tion after the principle of the Bill had 
been put into operation. What should 
be the relief granted to those wholly 
interested as proprietors. His hon. friend 
had naturally fastened on the feu-duties. 


*Mr. HOZIER: And so have the hon. 
Members opposite. 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW said he was not 
prepared to say he did not very largely 
agree with the views which had _ been 
expressed. On the subject of feu-duties 
he concurred with the opinions expressed 
in the Minority Report of the Royal 
Commission, which stated that feu-duties 
were levied in perpetuity on land and 
that the interest thus receivable was the 
interest of a  mortgage-holder. No 
doubt, so far as the pecuniary return 
went, the superior was in the same posi- 
tion as a mortgager or a bondholder, as 
they called hm in Scotland. The differ- 
ence was that the superior was not a 
mere vendor of land. He actually 
remained possessed of what was known 
in law as the dominium, and that was 
where the substance of the matter came 
in. Unfortunately, the superior was not 
| infrequently in the habit of laving down 
troublesome and onerous conditions. and 


| ; x3 
' that was the essential difference that had 
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to be recognised hetween the interest 
of a superior and that of a mortgager. 
If any of those conditions were contra- 
yened, if there were a breach of covenant 
in any respect, the whole of the land 
and all on the land were forfeited and 
reverted to this person, who pro tanto 
was very much larger in power than a 
mortgage-holder. If the superior were 
treated as a mere mortgage-holder he 
should have nothing to say, but when 
he came forward and claimed a controlling 
and powerful interest in the land, some- 
thing almost in the nature of a confisca- 
tory character, then he thought Parlia- 
ment would be right in endeavouring 


toobtain some hold upon him. Therefore 
he put away this reference to the 
readjustment of the rights of the 
heritable proprietors after this site 


value was imposed. 

The important question was—should 
they, or should they net, introduce the 
system of imposing a site value in Scot- 
land‘ They upon the Opposition side of 
the House took their stand upon the 
Report which was signed by Lord Balfour 
of Burleigh and his colleagues in the 
minority, and the groundwork of this 
Bill was contained in the Report of the 
Royal Commission—and in passing he 
desired to state that there was one name 
attached to that Report, the name of the 
late Lord Kinross, whose dicta on 
matters relating to the incidence of 
rating on hereditable property in Scotland 
the House always received not merely 
with respect but with something almost 
akin to veneration. It had been said 
that this was apparently a Glasgow 
Bill. A good deal had been said about 
Glasgow in the debate, for what reason 
he did not know; but, if Glasgow had 
fathered the Bill, it had done a very good 
thing indeed. As a matter of fact, how- 
ever, the groundwork of the Bill was 
contained in the Report of the Royal 
Commission. He proposed to state two 
or three propositions from that Report. 
The leading proposition laid down in 
that Report was that— 

“Site and strueture, which are now com- 
‘med for rating purposes, differ so essentially 
in character that they should be separately 
valued,” 

That was the principle of this 
Bill. The familiar answer to that was 
that for practical purposes it could not 
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|be done. The hon. Member for West 
, Renfrewshire drew a doleful picture of a 
landlord in distress as to how to fill in 
the valuation return. He saw no need 
for distress, seeing that it was done in 


other civilised countries. The Com- 
missioners in regard to this matter 


said — 

“Site value and building value have a 
different and even an opposite character. In 
many respects it appears to us that a system 

| which treats them exactly alike, as our present 
| system of rating does, is prima facie unfair 
and unwise.” 

They added on the subject of the 
practicability of valuation— 

“On the whole we are disposed to think 
that the valuation of sites sufficiently accurate 
and not inferior to the present valuation of 
hereditaments can be made without undue 
labour and expense.” 

In their own experience as arbitrators 
one of the most familiar operations was 
that of valuing sites, and then, on the 
top of that, valuing buildings. It was a 
perfectly easy and in most cases a very 
successful method of valuation. They 
had had legislation in that direction. In 
recent years they had been familiar 
with subventions from Imperial funds 
for the relief of taxation on agricultural 
land. There was very little agricultural 
land in this country that had no building 
on it, and consequently it had been 
found necessary to have separate asses- 
ments for lands and buildings. He had 
before him recently a valuation return 
for county Cavan in which there were 
two valuations—the total valuation and 
the valuation of the land itself, the 
difference representing the value of the 
buildings. 

That disposed of the proposition 
that separate valuation was not prac- 
ticable. It was perfectly easy to ask. 
Was it, or was it not, a good thing 
to do? He found the propositions of 
the Report of the Commission crystallised 
in the first three or four clauses of this 
Bill. 

“Mr. CRIPPS (Lancashire, Stretford) : 
Are you still dealing with the Minoritv 
Report / 

Mr. THOMASSHAW: Yes. On the 
matter of urban local taxation the Report 
stated — 


“ A careful consideration of all the cireum- 
stances of urban local taxation leads us to the 
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conclusion that a moderate rate, proportioned | 
to its value, ought to be imposed as part of any | 
scheme for the readjustment of the burden ot | 
local taxation in urban districts.” 


$03 


To his mind there was something far | 
more important than rating reform in- 
volved in the matter. There was also a 
social reform underlying this question | 
which the Commissioners referred to. 
It was perfectly certain that building was 
hampered while the present condition of 
affairs existed, which allowed a rate to be | 
paid on a perfectly trivial valuation, and 
then when the land was demanded for 
building the valuation was enormously, 

nd sometimes a hundred-fold, greater. 

How was building hampered ? The Com- 
missioners dealt very broadly with that | 
matter. They said there was a very 
strong argument for rating site values 
on grounds of public policy, regard being 
had to the eftects of the taxation on in- 
dustry and development. Euildings were 
a necessity of life, and the present system 
discouraged building and made houses 
fewer, worse, and dearer. That was the 
social point which the House should con- 
sider. How did this affect the housing 
problem and the social prosperity of the 
community with regard to overcrowding ¢ 
He held that the first condition o1 social 
reform dealing with overcrowding was 
covered by this Bill. In the Minority 
Report this language was used— 

‘While the rating of site values does con- 
cern the public at large as an administrative 
reform, it is of special importance in connection 
with the urgent problem of providing house 
accommodation for the working classes.”’ 

































He held that the existing system under 
which land was enabled to pay a perfectly 
fragmentary and fractional rate, as com- 
pared with any estimate based on its true 
value, was in the highest degree an im- 
pediment to public improvements of all 
kinds. It was a premium on those bad 
speculators who held up land against 
building, and thus prevented the com- 
munity expanding at easy rates under 
easy circumstances and being in a posi- 
tion to profit by its own industry. 
















The Bill would also affect the problem of 
the taxation of unoccupied Jand. He had 








one of the principal streets there was a not 
inconsiderable block of unoccupied land, 
and there it stood a vacant site, very 


Mr. Thomas Shaw. 
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|to 435 years purchase. 


at that momenta picture in his mind’s eye ' 
of a certain burgh in Scotland where in | 
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valuable, but worth nothing to anyone, 
because of a squabble between the pro- 
prietor and the local authorities, the pro- 
prietor refusing in consequence to develop 
it. That site, and similiar sites which 
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| were held up, would be hit by this Bill. 


There was the case of Rosyth, where the 
Government had to pay eighty-five years 
purchase for the land they required. It 


| seemed a perfectly preposterous proposition 


that the proprietor of any land should be 
paying rates on one valuation up to the 
date when the public wanted the land and 
that then the price should go up enor- 
mously against the public and even against 
the community which had created the 


_value for which it was to pay a second 


time. There was also the case of the 
Edinburgh Water Trust. ‘That trust 
wanted forty-five acres of land. They 
were paying rates upon £3 5s. per acre. 
The total value ot that land, allowing even 
for the long term of thirty years purchase, 
was £4,387; but the Edinburgh Water 
Trust was not able to acquire this land 
without paying £20,000, or 156 years 
purchase. These were incidents which 
shocked the minds of the Commissioners. 
The fact that such things could obtain 
showed that under the present system 
rates were levied not upon the 
real but upon a fictitious value. 
Since Glasgow had beer referred to, he 
would also give a comparatively recent 
instance applicable to the Clyde— 
namely, what the Clyde Trust had to 


| pay for a block of land in the county oi 
Renfrew. 


There were 110 acres, the 
annual rent being £240, and the proprietor 
of it had been paying taxes only on 
£240. It was essential that for the 
making of a dock the land should be 


acquired, and the Clyde Trustees had to 


pay no less a sum than £104,500, or at 
the rate of £950 an acre, which was equal 
He did _ not 
envy the Governmert that declined to 
apply its mird towards finding some sort 
of remedy for a state of affairs which 
was anti-social, arti-progressive, and a 


hindrance to all municipal enterprise 


and industry, and made the public buy 
back the value which it had itself created. 


The Commissioners laid down the 
following broad proposition with regard 
to a site value rate— 


“It would conduce to placing the urban rat- 
ing system on a more equitable and thus upom 
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a sounder basis; it would do something to- | 
wards lightening the burden in respect of buil:l- | 
ing, and thus something towards solving the | 
dificult and urgent housing problem.” 
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THe LORD-ADVOCATE (Mr. Scorr 
Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton)said he found 


himself in considerable difficulty in deal- 


| ing with this Bill, because, although it 


While as to the opportuneness of this | 
reform they said— 

“Tt is especially opportune at a time when | 
under the schemes they are putting forward the | 
burden of rates in towns will be appreciably 
relieved.” 


He was unable to ascertain from his 
speech whether the hon. Member for 
Ayrshire approved of a system under 
which, as he had told the House, the 
landlord had raised the rental of land as 
he himself developed it from 7s. to 27s. 
per yard, 


Sir WILLIAM ARROL said it was not 
the landlord, but the speculator who did 
that. The landlord, when he came to deal 
with him, feued the land at a figure at 
which he only got 4 per cent. The land 
which the hon, Member had described as 
of enormous value had been unoccupied 
for twenty-five years, was let at only a 
nominal rental as it was occasionally 
under water, and no one would either 
build upon it or do anything else with it. 


Mr.; THOMAS SHAW said it turned 
out, then, that legislation of this 
kind would not hit the good agri- 
cultural landlord but the land specu- 
lator who had been bleeding his 
hon. friend. There could not have been 
a better justification for the Bill than the 
interposition of his hon. friend. The 
community were actually sweated for 
land that was under water. He never 
heard of a more indefensible system. 
He had no desire to confiscate any man’s 
property, therefore he would not propose 
to interfere with some of the preposterous 
existing contracts. But what he wished 
todo was to put a stop as soon as possible 
to confiscation of the community’s earn- 
ings which was going on under the pre- 
sent system. Clause 7 was not the im- 
portant part of the Bill. The really im- 
portant part was that which provided 
for the imposition of a special site value 
tate, and when once that imposition was 
made it would afford those advantages | 
in the direction of housing and social re- 
form which all would welcome. 


while 


occupied less than three pages of print, 


/a clause which occupied more than one 


page of print had been universally re- 
pudiated. Moreover, other portions of 
the Bill were not less important or less 
open to criticism even by those who, like 
himself, were not inclined to go so far as 


/some Members on his own side of the 


House in opposition to the taxation of 
land values. But he thought this Bill was 
a very bad example of how the taxation 
of land values should be applied, and, 
sympathising with the tender- 
ness of conscience of the hon. Member 
for Kincardineshire, he had to confess 
that his own Parliamentary conscience 
would not allow him to vote for it. 


He did not quite appreciate the illustra: 
tions which the hon. Member for the 
Border Burghs had given, because the Bill, 
being so framed as to apply entirely to 
burghs, would affect neither Rosyth 
nor the ground at Renfrew. The 
picturesqueness of the hon. Member's 
illustrations was only equalled by their 
irrelevance to the question before them. 
The Member for the Border Burghs had 
scarcely put the full facts before them in 
regard to the land at Renfrew. The 
truth was that it was the proprietor, 
and not the Clyde Trustees, who gave the 
value to the land by obtaining an Act 
of Parliament enabling him to construct 
docks upon it. The Clyde Trustees 
then said that he was going to make a 
competing dock, and that they must, 
therefore, buy him out, and they acquired 
the land at the enormously increased 
value which the proprietor had given to 
it by converting it from water-logged 
land into land suitable for a dock. 
Surely that was miles away from the 
question they were now considering, 
which was the taxation of land values in 
burghs. 


The Member for the Border Burghs had 
referred to the Minority Report of the 
Royal Commission on Local Taxation. 
But there were some important qualitica- 
tiors even ir the Minority Report which 
the present Bill totally disregarded. In 


‘the first place, the Minority Report said 
‘that a rate proportioned to the site value 
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ment purposes ii the “larger” burghs. | the proprietor at all. 


{COMMONS} 


He entirely agreed with what had been | 
| the assessor to the Court of Session. Ha 


said as to the care with which they should 


regard any statement made in a Report | 
signed by so careful a man as the late | 


Lord Kinross. The word “larger” was 
not put in without consideration. This 
Bill, however, applied to every burgh in 
Scotland—Royal, Parliamentary, or 
police. In Scotland they had Royal 
burghs of one or two hundred houses, 
and three or four hundred inhabitants, 
and this Bill would apply to every burgh 
in Scotland, whether big or little. It was, 
therefore, not correct to say that the Bill 
proceeded on the lines of the Minority 
Report, for it was not confined to the 
larger burghs. The Minority Report also 
said that the rate on land values should 
be divided equally between owners and 
occupiers, The principle of this Bill was 
that it was all to be put on the owners. 
Further, the Minority Report stated that 
the proceeds of the rate should be applied 
only to purposes which directly added to 
the value of the site. If this Bill was 
founded on the principles of the Minority 
Report, why was not that provision in- 
serted ! 


Mr. AINSWORTH: I should like to 
ask if the right hon. Gentleman would be 
prepared to read the Bill a second time, 
if we accepted the Amendm»nts which he 
now suggests ? 


Mr. SCOTT DICKSON said he would 
like to deal with one Bill at a time. But 
he assured the hon. Member that he 
would give his most careful considera- 
tion to any Bill he might introduce. 
Apparently his observations had con- 
vinced the hon. Member that the present 
Bill stood badly in need of amendment. 


He thought the ‘Bill could have been 
made very much shorter. Apparently 
the seventh clause was repudiated by 
everybody. The first three clauses might 
have been struck out, except the last line 
of Clause 5. These clauses provided that 
the landowner was to apply his mind to 
make a return as to the value of the site 
and the value of the building, but the 
assessor was to fix the value. The 
assessor would be far better able to 


Mr. Scott Dickson. 
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alone should be levied for urban improve: | fix the value without any return from 


Under the exist. 
ing law there was an appeal from 
did not think there was any appeal given 
in the Bill, and he did not wonder at that, 
because the value was to be such value 
as the assessor would deem reasonable, 
It was not what the Court thought reason. 
able. It was not what, in point of fact, 
was reasonable, but it was what the 
assessor deemed reasonable. 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW: May TI all 
attention to the fourth clause, which 
particularly provides for the hearing of 
appeals against valuation. 


Mr. SCOTT DICKSON said his point 
was that one might go to the Court of 
Session, but that the Court would simply 
say that under the Bill the valuation was 
to be of such amount as the assessor 
deemed reasonable. By Clause 5 a maxi- 
mum of 2s. might be added to the exist- 
ing rates. 


Mr. CALDWELL said there would be 
an increased revenue of 2s., but the other 
taxes would be correspondingly less. 


Mr. SCOTT DICKSON said that the 
Bill, on the other hand, would give 2s. 
more to spend—2s. more for extrava- 
gant local authorities to spend. That 
surely was not a good principle to 
put in a Bill, 


With regard to open spaces, the sixth 
Clause was the worst against open spaces 
that he had ever seen. The only open 
Spaces that were to be left free from taxa- 
tion were those which were heldand eajoved 
by the public under Act of Parliament, or 
under or by permission of any municipal 
or local authority. He would take the 


-example of the gardens in Edinburgh 


between Heriot Row and Queen Street. 
These gardens were not held under Act 


'of Parliament nor under a municipal or 


local authority, and by this Bill they 
would require to be rated as building 
land. The regulation in the Bill might 
be very suitable for Glasgow-—he did not 
know—but he thought this would be 
most unpopular measure in Edinburgh. 
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It was said that the Bill would do 
something to prevent the aggregation of 
wealth in the shape of unearned incre- 
ment in certain hands. It would do 
nothing of the kind. Take the case of a 
man who had bought his land last year 
at the full price. This man would be 
informed that his land would be taxed on 
the value he had paid for it. If he pro- 
ceeded to sell, the proposed buyer would 
say he could not give so much for the 
land now because there was a 2s. 
land-value tax on it. In this way the 
infortunate present proprietor would lose 
the whole difference on the capital value 
produced by the new liability, and in any 
future transaction it would be discounted. 
That came uncommonly near confiscation. 
The loss was not spread over; it was 
not allowed to run with the land, but was 
to be put in such a shape that the whole 
of it would come out of the pocket of 
the present holdér. Where land fluctu- 
ated in value, they might have land 
of the value of 27s. the unhappy 
holder would have to pay the tax on 
that basis, and then, after holding it 
for years, he might, owing to a drop in 
value, have to sell it at 7s. per yard. 


“With regard to Clause 7, for which 
nobody had a word to say, it was aston- 
ishing that a Bill, which was said to be 
a Glasgow Corporation Bill, should 
come into the House of Commons with 
one-third of it indefensible. He sug- 
gested that on &@ future occasion @ new 
draftsman should be got to deal with | 
land values. All he had said about the | 
land applied still more to feu-duties. | 
The unhappy proprietor of the feu never | 
got @ penny more, no matter what the 
rise in the land value was. 





Mr. CALDWELL: Oh, yes! For 
instance, when a Man requires to re- 
enter, he will have to pay a year’s 
rental to the proprietor, and that is a 
Year's rental at the time he enters. 


Mr. SCOTT DICKSON said it was 
true that was one of the incidents, but 
it did not come on very often. The 
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present proprietor would have to pay 
the tax, and when he came to sell his. 
feu-duty, the buyer would make allow- 
ance for the burden on the feu and 
would only offer a lower price. The 
result would be that it would all fall on 
tie existing proprietor. He had received 
the report of a conference held in Lon- 
don last year in reference to this question. 
He deprecated this Bill being identified 
with Glasgow. He had the highest 
respect for the commercial credit and. 
honour of Glasgow, and he should be 
sorry to think that they were the cor- 
poration which would seek to put upon 
the Statute-book a provision that “any 
contract which has been or may hereafter 
be entered into for the purpose of 
relieving any person entitled to pay- 
ment of any ground burdens from 
liability to bear a proportionate share 
of the payment of land value assess- 
ment in accordance with this Act, 
shall have no force, or effect whatever.” 
Even in the crofters’ legislation respect 
was paid to existing contracts. Was it 
to be said that the keen business men of 
Glasgow were not quite able to make and 
carry out thelr contracts without the 
He could 
understand such interference where the 
parties did not meet on equal terms, but 
that was not the case with the class of 
contracts in question here. Those con- 
tracts Were made by men who understood 
their business, and they were made upon 
strictly business principles, and the idea 
of proposing that existing contracts 
should be dealt with in that way was 
altogether out of the question. That 
clause involyed a principle which this 
House should never allow to pass, He 
could not find in any clause any principle 
which, in his judgment, ought to 
commend the Bill to the House. It 
did not follow the Report of the Com- 
mission, but ran counter to it. However 
social reforms might be advanced, this 
was not a measure calculated to do it, 
and, therefore, he hoped the Bill would 
not receive a Second Reading, but would 
be sent back for reconsideration with a 
view to bringing in some kind of measure 
of a more equitable character. 
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Question put. 






















Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N. EF ) 
Allen, Charles P. 

Ambrose, Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herb. Henry 
Austin, Sir John 

Barlow, John Emmott 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Bright, Allan Heywood 
Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, E. Haviland 

Burns, John 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Clancy, John Joseph - 
‘Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
‘Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Crooks, William 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Delany, William 
Devlin,CharlesRamsay(Galway 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. ) 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Ellice.,Capt F.C(S. Andrw’s Bghs 
Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Evans.SirFrancisH.(Maidstone 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Ffrench, Peter 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlea.F. 
Acnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hn. Sir H. | 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy | 
Bain, Colonel James Robert | 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C.B.( Hornsey) | 
Balfour, Rt Hn Gerald W.(Leeds |! 
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AYES. 


| Findlay, Alexander (Lanark,NE 
| Flavin, Michael Joseph 
| Flynn, James Christopher 
| Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
| Goddard, Daniel Ford 

| Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
| Hardie, J. Keir (MerthyrTydvil 
| Harwood, George 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
| Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharp 

Holland, Sir William Henry 
| Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
| Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire 

| Joyce, Michael 

| Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan,W. 
| Kilbride, Denis 

| Kitson, Sir James 
| Labouchere, Henry 
| Lamont, Norman 

| Law, Hugh Alex (Donegal, W.) 
| Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland- Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir Joseph F.( Accrington 
Leng, Sir John 
| Lewis, John Herbert 
| Lloyd-George, David 

Lundon, W. 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
| MacVeach, Jeremiah 
M‘Fadden, Edward 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mooney, John J 

Morley, Rt. Hn. J. (Montrose) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’ Brien. Kendal( Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


NOES, 


Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Barry, Sir Francis T.(Windsor) 
sartley, Sir George C. T. 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirMichael Hicks 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 


| Bill, Charles 
| Bond, Edward 


Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
30wles, T. Gibson (King’sLynn 


| Campbell, Rt.Hn.J.A.(Glasgow 


Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
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; Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh 


| Clive, Captain Percy A. 


| Cochrane, Hn. Thos. H. A. E. 





(Scotland) Bill. 


divided :—A yes, 
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145; 


O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Connor, James (Wicklow, W, 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O’ Dowd, John 
| O’Kelly,James (Roscommon,N, 
O'Malley, William 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Parrott, William 
Partington, Oswald 
Pirie, Duncan V. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 
Rea, Russell 
Reddy, M. 
tedmond, John E. (Waterford 
Reid, Sir R. Threshie (Dumfries 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 





Roche, John 
| Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomes (Hawick B.) 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer, Rt.Hn.C.R.( Northants 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Sullivan, Donal 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr) 
Toulmin, George 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 





Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, John Cathcart (Orkney 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Woodhouse,SirJ.T.( Hudders'fd 
Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 





TELLERS FOR THE AyES—Mr. 
Ainsworth and Mr. Dobbie. 









Gayzer, Sir Charles William 







Coddington, Sir William 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colomb, Rt. Hn. Sir John . 2. 
Craig, Chas. Curtis (Antrim, 8.) 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cubitt, Hon. Heary 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
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Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, Rt.Hn. Sir J. C. 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dixon 
Douglas, Rt. Hn. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r. 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finlay, Sir R. B(Inv’rn’ssB’ghs 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Jardner, Ernest 

Gordon, Hn.J.E.( Elgin & Nairn) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Grant, Corrie 

Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Gunter, Sir Robert 

Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hamilton, Marq.of(L’nd’nderry 
Heath, Sir James(StaffordsN W 
Helder, Augustus 

floare, Sir Samuel 

Hope, J.F. (Sheftield, Brightside 
Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Gecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jessel, Gaptain Herb. Merton 
Knowles, Sir Lees 

Lambton, Hn. Frederick Wm. 


Main Question put. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Allen, Charles P. 

Anbrose, Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Asquith, Rt Hn. Herbert Henry 
Austin, Sir John 

Bulow, John Emmott 

Sury, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Benn, John Williams 

Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Bright, Allan Heywood 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
3runner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, E. Haviland 

Burns, John 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Cimpbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Carvill, Partrick Geo. Hamilton 
Custon, Richard Knight 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 

Craig, Robert Huater (Lanark 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
‘cooks, William 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Delany, William 


Land Values Taxation 








{19 May 1905} 


Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence,Sir Joseph (Monm’th 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson,John Grant (Yorks.NR 
Legge, Gol. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Long, Rt.Hn Walter( Bristol, S. 
Lowe, Francis William 


M‘Arthur, Chas. (Liverpool) | 
M‘Iver, Sir Lewis(Edinbargh, W | 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 


Maxwell, RtHn.SirH.E.(Wigt’n 
Maxwell, W.J.H. (Dumfriessh. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Montagu, Hn. J. Scott (Hants) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William 

Morpeth, Viscount 

Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 

Murray. Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 


| Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon.Chas.Thomson | 


Robertson, Herb. (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 


' Round, Rt. Hn. James 


| The 
| Noes, 123, 


AYES 


Devlin,CharlesRamsay(Galway 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Chas. M. (Lanark) 
Dunean, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Ellice, Capt E C (SAndr’wsBghs 
Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Ffrench, Peter 

Findlay, Alex. (Lanark, N.E.) 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hardie, J. Keir( MerthyrTydvil) 
Harwood, George 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayden, John Patrick — 
Hayter, Rt Hn Sir Arthur D. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharp 
Holland, Sir William Henry 


House 
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(Scotland) Bill, 91t 


{ Sackville, Col. S. G Stopford 

| Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
| Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 

| Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 

| Smith, RtHnJ.Parker(Lanarks 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 
Stanley,Rt. Hon. Lord (Lances.) 
Stewart, Sir Mark J M‘Taggars 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
| Stroyan, John 

Talbot, Lord E.(Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt.Hn JG. (Oxf'd Univ. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Walker, Col. William Hall 

| Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. H. 
| Warde, Colonel C. FE. 

| Welby, Lt.-Col A.C. E (Taunton 
| Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
| Wilson, John (Glasgow) 

| Wilson-Todd, Sir W H (Yorks 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


| TELLERS FOR THE Noxs—Sir 
Hugh Shaw-Stewart and Mr. 
Baird. 


divided :—Ayes, 143; 


Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Isaac, Rufus Daniel 

; Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Vincent P (Cavan, W. 
Kilbride, Denis 

Labouchere, Henry 

Lamont, Norman 

Law, Hugh Alex (Donegal, W.) 
| Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
| Layland-Barratt, Francis 

| Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 

| Leng, Sir John 
| 








Lewis, John Herbert 

Lundon, W. 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Fadden, Edward 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 
Mooney, John J. 

Morley, Rt. Hon.John( Montrose 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
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O’Brien, K. (Tipperary Mid) | Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) Sullivan, Donal 
O’Brien, Patrick _pameonenag, 9 Reid, Sir R.Threshie (Dumfries | Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) | Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) | Toulmin, George 
O'Connor, James (Wicklow, W) | Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) | Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) | Roche, John Wallace, Robert 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) | Warner, Thomas Courtenay T, 
O’Dowd, John Schwann, Charles E. Wason,John Cathcart (Orkney) 
O’ Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon, N.) | Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) | White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
O'Malley, William Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) Whiteley, George (York,E. R.) 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. Sheehan, Daniel Daniel Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) H 
Parrott, William Sinclair, Joha (Forfarshire) Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) , 
Partington, Oswald Sinclair, Louis (Romford) Woodhouse, Sir J T(Hudde rst’ d ha 
Pirie, Duncan V. Slack, John Bamford Young, Samuel ire 
Power, Patrick Josep‘; Sloan, Thomas Henry St 
Price, Robert John Soares, Ernest J. TELLERS FOR THE AyES—Mr. fol 
Rea, Russell Spencer,Rt.Hn.C:R.(Northants | Ainsworth and Mr. Dobbie. M) 
Reddy, M. “Stanhope, Hon. Philip James ' "he 
‘ tol 
5 (E 
NOES. : 
Acland-Hoed, Capt.Sir Alex.F. | Forster, Henry William { Morpeth, Viscount Ta 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel Gordon,Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn) | Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Allsopp, Hon. George Goulding, Edward Alfred | Muntz, Sir Philip A. : 
Arkwright, John Stanhope | Graham, Henry Robert | Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 3 
Arrol, Sir William Grant, Corrie | Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath} wa 
Atkinson, Rt. Hn. John Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) | Pilkington, Colonel Richard to 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hn.Sir H. | Grenfell, William Henry | Powell, Sir Francis Sharp sit 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy | Gretten, Jchn Purvis, Robert é 
Bain, Colonel James Robert Gunter, Sir Robert Pym, C. Guy : Br 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George | Guthrie, Walter Murray Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine : 
Barry. ~ Francis T. (Windsor) | Hamilton, Marq.of(L’nd’derry) | Robertson, Herbert (Hac kney 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. | Harris, Dr. Fred. R. (Dulwich) | Rolleston, Sir John F. L. (x 
Beach, het. Hn.SirMickael Hicks | Heath, SirJames(Staftords.NW | Round, Rt. Hn. James ae 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. Helder, Augustus Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander J *! 
Bill, Charles Hoare, Sir Samuel Seton-Karr, Sir Henry ‘ml 
Bond, Edward Hope,J F.(Sheftield, Brightside) | Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith Houston, Robert Paterson Smith,RtHnJ Parker(Lanarks. | | 
Bowles,T.Gibson (King’s Lynn) | Howard, J.(Midd., Tottenham) | Smith, Hon. W. F.D. (Strand) fF 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John Hczier, Hn. James Henry Cecil | Stanley, EdwardJas.(Somerset} Tn 
Campbell,Rt.HnJ.A.(Glasgow) | Hudson, George Bickersteth Stewart Sir Mark J. M‘Taggait ¢01 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. | Jessel, Captain HerbertMerton | Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. E the 
Cautley, Henry Strother Keswick, William Stroyan, John Q 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire | Knowles, Sir Lees Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. | Talbot,Rt. Hn J G(Oxf'd Univ.) RR 
Clive, Captain Percy A. Laurie, Lieut.-General Thorburn, Sir Walter | po 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. | Lawrence, SirJoseph(Monm’th) | Thornton, Percy M. N Ar 
Coddington. Sir William Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) | Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis Lawson, John Grant(Yorks.NR | Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Colomb, Rt.Hon. Sir John C.R. | Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage Tufnell, Lieut-Col. Edward 
Craig, Charles Curtis(Antrim,S. | Leveson-Gower,Frederick N.S. | Tuke, Sir John Batty wa 
Cripps, Charles Alfred Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,S) | Vincent, Col.Sir C.EH(Sheffield 9 fro 
Cubitt, Hon. Herry Lowe, Francis William Walker, Col. William Hall 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) | Walrond, Rt-Hn.Sir WilliamH. jf ™ 
Dickson, Charles Scott M‘Iver,SirLewis(Edinburgh W. | Warde. Colonel C. E. 
Dimsdale, Rt.Hon.SirJosephC. | Martin, Richard Biddulph Wilson, John (Glasgow) el 
Dixon-Hartiand,Sir FredDixon | Maxwell, W.J.H(Dumfriesshire | Wilson-Todd, Sir W.H.(Yorks.) @y 
Duke, Henry Edward Melville, Beresford Valentine | Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm [x 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson ml 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Manc’r | Mildmay, Francis Bingham 0¢ 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst | Montagu, Hon.J.Scott (Hants.) | TELLERS FoR THE Nors—Sit 
FitzGerald, SirRobert Penrose | Moon, Edward Robeit Pacy Hugh Shaw-Stewart and Mr. 
Flower, Sir Ernest Moore, William Baird. . 
[H. 
Bill read a second time, and committed for Monday next. fe 
w > the 
hereupon = Mr. Deru ry - BE _— Adjourned at thirty-five minutes Lo 
adjourned tke House without Question | before Six o’clock till Monday [§ as 
put, in pursuance of Standing ial next. th 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Monday, 22nd May, 1905. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Tabie the Certificates 
from the Examiners that the further 





Standing Orders applicable to the 
following Bills have been complied 
_with :—Rotherham, Maltby, and Laugh- 
= ton Railway ; London United Tramways 
= (Extension of Time). 

q 
~The same were ordered to lie on the 
E Table. 


> 


Metropolitan and Great Central Rail- 
F way Companies Bill [H.L.]. Leave given 


# to the Select Committee to continue 
Ss 


sitting in the absence of the Lord Monk 
: Bretton. 


E Whitby Urban District Council Bill 
:(HL.), The King’s consent signified ; 
and bill reported from the Select Com- 
(mittee, with Amendments. 


Bangor (County Down) Water and 

t Improvement Bill [m.L.]. The King’s 
consent signified ; and Bill reported from 

: the Select Committee, with Amendments. 


§ Mansfield Corporation Bill [#.1.]. Re- 
' ported from the Select Committee, with 
: Amendments. 

Metropolitan and Great Central Rail- 
y way Companies Bill [H.L.]. Reported 
: from the Select Committee, with Amend- 
: ments. 


: Sandgate Urban District Council Bill 
[H.L.]. Leave given to the Select Com- 
mittee not to sit To-morrow till Two 
o'clock. 


Newcastle-upon-Tyne Corporation Bill 
[41.]; Wellingborough and District 
Tramroads and Electricity Supply Bill 
[4.L.]; Acton Sewage Bill. Report from 
the Committee of Selection, That the 
Lord Cloncurry be proposed to the House 
as a member of the Select Committee on 
the said Bills in the place of the Lord 
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Bill Business, 
Ranfurly (EZ. Ranfurly) ; 


agreed to. 
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read, and 


Southport, Birkdale, and West Lanca- 
shire Water Board Bill [#.t.]; Formby 
Township Bill [#.L.]; Humber Conser- 
vancy Bill [u.1.J]. Report from the Com- 
mittee of Selection, That the Viscount 
Clifden be proposed to the House as a 
member of the Select Committee on the 
said Bills in the place of the Lord Monk 
Bretton ; read, and agreed to. 


Baker Street and Waterloo Railway 
Bill; Edgware and Hampstead Rail- 
way Bill; Charing Cross, Euston, and 
Hampstead Railway Bill; Andover 
Lighting and Power Bill. Read 2’, and 
committed. The Committees to be pro- 
posed by the Committee of Selection. 


Weaver Navigation Bill [#.L.] ; Leven’s 
Patent Bill [H.L.]; Darien Gold Mining 
Company Bill [H.L.]. Read 3°, and passed, 
and sent to the Commons. 

Epping Bas Bill. Read 3*, and passed. 

Loughborough Corporation Bill; Nor- 
wich Union Life Insurance Society Bill ; 
Great Eastern Railway Bill. Read 34, 
with the Amendments, and passed, and 
returned to the Commons. 


Higham and Hundred of Hoo Water 
Bill. Read 3*, with the Amendment, 
and passed, and returned to the Com- 
mons. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Order 
(No. 2) Bill. Brought from the Com- 
mons. 


Highland Railway Bill. Brought from 
the Commons; read 1*; and referred to 
the Examiners. 


Leeds and Liverpool Canal Bill [#.1.]; 
Metropolitan District Railway Bill [H.L.] ; 
Orphan Working School and Alexandra 
Orphanage Bill [u.L.]. Returned from 
the Commons agreed to, with Amend- 
ments. 


Formby Township Bill [#...]; Hum- 
ber Conservancy Bill [#.u.]. Report from 
the Committee of Selection, That the 


Viscount Hill and the Lord Clinton be 


2K 
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proposed to the House as members of 
the Select Committee on the said Bills 
in the place of the Viscount Clifden and 
the Viscount Ridley; read, and agreed 
to. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Order 
(No. 2) Bill. Read 1*; to be printed ; 
and referred to the Examiners. (No. 84.) 


——— 


PETITION. 


LICENSED HOUSES. 


Petition for early closing of ; of public 
meeting at Carlingcot ; read, and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


COLONIES (ANNUAL). 
No. 447. Bermuda. Report for 1904. 


FISHERIES (IRELAND). 
Report of the Department of Agricul- 
ture and Technical Instruction for Ire- 
land on the sea and inland fisheries of 
freland, for the years 1902 and 1903. 
Part II. Scientific investigations. 


INDIA (AFGHANISTAN). 


Treaty between the British Govern- 
ment and the Amir of Afghanistan, dated 
21st March, 1905; with Papers relating 
thereto. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
No. 3377. Japan. 


No. 3378. France (Cochin China). 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


POST OFFICE (POST OFFICE SAVINGS 
BANKS): STATUTORY RULES AND 
ORDERS, 1905. 


The Post Office Savings Bank Regula- 
tions, 1905, dated 15th May, 1905. 
Laid before the House (pursuant to Act) 
and ordered to lie on the Table. 


’ 


{LORDS} 

















Foreign Encroachments. 
NEW BILL. 
EXTRADITION BILL [1.1]. 


A Bill to include bribery amongst ex- 
radition crimes. Was presented by the 
Lord Chancellor ; read 1*; to be printed; 


920 


and to be read 2* on Thursday next, 


(No. 83.) 


WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION BILL [1.1], 


Amendments reported (according to 
order). A further Amendment moved: 


objected to; and, on Question, disagreed ] 
An Amendment moved, and (by | 


to. 
leave of the House) 
Amendment made. 


withdrawn. An 


(No. 85.) 


amended. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE 
(IRELAND) (No. 1) BILL [u.t.}. 


mitted to a Committee of the Whole House 
on Thursday next. 


BRITISH SHIPPING TRADE—FOREIGN 
RESERVATIONS AND ENCROACHMENTS. 

Lorp MUSKERRY rose “To call at- 
tention to the action of foreign maritime 
Powers in closing certain spheres of trade 
in which British ships have hitherto been 
engaged, with particular reference to the 


Philippines, Canary Islands, and the | 


Marshall Islands trades ; to ask whether 
any further information can be afforded 
regarding the negotiations which have 
passed between His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment and the United States, German, 
and Spanish Governments on the matter; 
whether, if the position is still adverse to 
British ships, any steps are contemplated 
in protecting them from unfair com- 
petition ; whether it is a fact that His 
Majesty’s Government have reserved the 
water frontage of the British concession 
at Hankau to British ships, and, if 80, 
whether the reports are correct that the 
restriction is evaded by foreigners register- 
ing their vessels as British vessels under 
the Companies Act in Hong-Kong.” 
He said: My Lords, though the notice 
I have given appears to be a comprehen- 
sive one, I shall endeavour to confine my- 
self as closely as possible to the points ai 
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ssue. My object in calling your Lord- 
ships’ attention to these several matters 
and asking for further information re- 
+ § garding them is to show that foreigners 
are closing the door to our greatest 
industry whilst the Government, up till 
the other day at all events, have taken 
no steps to prevent it except in one 
ease Which I will mention later on. I 
am aware that I may seem to be border- 
ing upon a thorny and much-debated 
subject, but I contend that this question 
of our merchant shipping should not be 
looked on either from a free-trade or 
protectionist point of view. The 
question of free trade or protection is 
never brought forward in connection 
with the Royal Navy or the Army. As 
the Militia is the reserve of the Army, so 
is the merchant navy the reserve, and 
the only reserve, of the Royal Navy. 
On the merchant navy you depend for 
your food supplies, and for the trans- 
port of troops and munitions of war ; and 
7] our merchant ships are the most material 
j of the bonds that bind the Empire 
| together. Our great shipping lines I 
may liken to the arteries running from 
the heart of the Empire to all our 
; | Colonies. The merchant navy is 
’ Wfinanced by private individuals, but 








Tee: 
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 Foevertheless it is a national service of 
‘ the greatest importance, and it is the 
° J duty of the Government to encourage | 
¥ and protect it. 

\e It is ridiculous to suppose that whilst 
at Gwe permit and encourage the foreigner 
d J}to compete with us at advantageous 
@ @ terms, we should also allow him to debar, 
1’ Gunder any consideration whatever, any 
1, J competition of ours in the countries 


'; Jover which he has dominion. The 
with us that interesting game known as 


: 9 “Heads I win, tails you lose.” Whilst 


is. J the foreigner is free to trade wherever 
@ Be pleases, I find from the Report of 
N Jthe Steamships Subsidies Committee 
), 


that British ships are not allowed to 
¢ § participate in the coasting trade of the 
following maritime countries :—Belgium, 
France, Russia, Italy, Portugal, Spain, 
Brazil, the United States, Egypt, and 
others, 


When I brought this subject of the 
. § ccastal trade before your Lordships last 
year I was replied to by the noble 





foreign shipowner is at present playing ' 
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Marquess the Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs, and on June 28th, some 
days afterwards, I received the following 
letter from Messrs. Burt, Boulton & 
Haywood, Limited, of Cannon Street, 


E.C., viz.— 


‘““My Lord,—In reply to a question of yours 
asked in the House of Lords, Lord Lansdowne 
is reported in The Times of Tuesday, June 14th, 
to have replied as follows :—‘* Out of the seven 
Powers which do a large amount of coasting 
trade, four—Germany, Denmark, Holland, and 
Portugal—admit our vessels freely to their 
coasting trade. France does the same with the 
exception of Algerian trade, which is specially 
reserved.’ We felt sure at the time that this 
reply was reported that it was not entirely 
accurate, and that Lord Lansdowne had been 
misinformed, but, to make sure. we made a 
direct inquiry of the Winistere de Commerce in 
Paris, through our Paris house, and received 
the positive assucance that affairs are exactly as 
they have been for many years past in France, 
and that foreign vessels are prohibited from 
coasting between French ports proper, and 
between French ports and Algerian ports and 
vice versa. No doubt others will have written 
to you pointing out the discrepancy between 
Lord Lansdowne’s statement, as reported, and 
the facts, but you would be doing great service 
to British shipping if you would kindly follow 
up the matter further, and endeavour to obtain 
some public correction from Lord Lansdowne 
of the error into which he has been led. 


Yours faithfully, 
Burt, Boulton & Haywood, Limited. 
(Signed) Harotp Bourton, Director.” 


To such an absurd and unfair pitch has 
this reservation of the coastal trade got, 
that in Russia it includes a voyage from 
the Black Sea to St. Petersburg. Here 
a once lucrative British trade has been 
shut out by one fell swoop. Russia 
also declares it coastal trade from St. 
Petersburg or any Russian port to 
Vladivostock. Again, a British ship 
cannot—or rather, is not allowed to— 
carry a cargo from New York to San 
Francisco, or from any American port 
to Honolulu, for in the eyes of the 
United States this is a coasting voyage. 
Therefore, one of our ships seeking a 
cargo in New York has the whole of 
the United States sea-board and the 
Sandwich Islands wiped off her chart. 

The latest move of the United States 
is that, on the Ist of July of next year, 
the Philippines are to be included in the 


/same category; thus British ships after 


that date may say good-bye to another 
trade which has been practically theirs 
up till now. At the recent annual 


2K 2 
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meeting of the Sunderland Shipowners’ 
Society, the chairman said— 

“Unfortunately the United States were 
closing their Philippine trade at the end of 
July of next year. That was a matter which 
affected them very keenly, as it employed a 
large amount of tonnage.” 


We cannot but sympathise with our 
shipowners when we see their limits of 
trade becoming more and more restricted, 
whilst at the same time the foreign 
competition they have to contend with is 
growing keener and stronger every day. 
Surely, my Lords, it is full time for His 
Majesty’s Government to take action in 
this matter. Though in a comparative 
sense it does not appear to be of much 
magnitude, it is another encroachment 
on our shipping trade that the Spanish 
Government have decided to reserve 
to Spanish ships the trade between the 
different islands of the Canaries. The 
present trade, as it is carried on, provides 
a living for certain British owners, cap- 
tains, officers. and men who shortly will 
perforce require to look elsewhere for the 
employment of which they have been 
deprived by foreigners. We found it 
so when large British lines tradirg from 
Singapore and Shanghai were sold to 
foreigners that the British captains and 
officers were displaced at the earliest 
possible time. I understand that the 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
has informed the Merchant Service 
Guild that this question of the reserva- 
tion of the Canary Islands trade is engag- 
ing the attention of His Majesty’s 
Government—I hope with better success 
than that which attended their negotia- 
tions anent the Philippine Islands trade. 


With regard to the action of the 
Germans in freezing out British trade 
with the Marshall and Caroline groups 
of Islands in the Pacific, this was lately 
brought before your Lordships’ House 
by my noble friend the Earl of Jersey, 
and the noble Marquess the Foreign 
Minister a short time ago told your 
Tordships the nature of the communi- 
cation he had received from the German 
Governmert. I see that the Federal 
Prime Minister took a very practical and 
forcible view of the situation in saying 
that if the Imperial Government obtained 
no redress for them they would retaliate 
by severely penalising German trade 


Lord Muskerry. 


{LORDS} 
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with Australia. I cannot help thinking 
that this statement of the Federal Prime 
Minister had some influence on the terms 
of the reply given by Germany to the 
noble Marquess. 


The final, and what I consider the 
most important, matter to which, with 
your permission, I would allude is that, if 
reports are correct, the British Govern- 
ment have already taken steps in pro- 
tecting British trade from the opposi- 
tion of the foreigner. When on previous 
occasions I have advocated steps of the 
kind in this House the replies I have 
received have proved to be most un- 
satisfactory. But it is deeds, not 
words, which tell, and it affords me 
ample satisfaction when I hear that 
His Majesty's Government carry into 
practical effect that which in this House 
they have poured cold water upon. In 
the year 1861 the British Government 
secured from the Chinese the perpetual 
lease of a piece of land some 2,750 
feet in length by 1,250 feet in breadth, 
situated on the lett bank of the Yang- 
tze, about fifty yards below the native 
city of Hankau. On this piece of 
land an important and prosperous trade- 
centre has been built up, and is known 
as the British concession at Hankau. 
As was to be expected, foreign competition 
became keener and keener until, finally, 
the George McBain line of steamers, 
under the British flag, and having certain 
important rights in the concession, was 
sold to the largest and most powerful of 
the Japanese shipping companies—the 
Nippon Yusen Kaisha. Thinking that 
the British Government would maintain 
their usual non possumus attitude, they 
naturally concluded that the rights and 
privileges of Mr. George McBain as a 
British subject in the British concession 
at Hankau would accrue to them as part 
of the goodwill of the business they had 
bought. The bona fide British ship- 
owners trading to the concession took 
alarm, however, and saw that their 
interests would in all probability suffer 
very seriously. An appeal was made to 
the British Government, who, it appears, 
have decided to reserve the sites at this 
British concession to British national 
shipping. 
| I am relying on The Times corres- 
pondent at Shanghai for most of my 
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details. Owing to the presence of foreign 
voters on the concession at Hankau it is 
said that the Foreign Office have supple- 
mented their decision by laying it down 
that in case of necessity British votes 
alone should be considered. This step, 
if it has actually been taken by the 
Government, is of far-reaching im- 
portance. The magnitude of it can 
hardly be realised at the moment, for 
it is, I think I am right in saying, the 
first practical and drastic method they 
have adopted in preventing foreign en- 
croachment on the rightful preserves of 
the British shipping trade. If, as I 
hope to hear, my statements are in accord 
with fact, I would also like to know 
whether the decision of the Government 
has been checkmated by the Japanese 
company referred to. So far as can be 
gathered, this company have now, a 
Hong-Kong, registered their vessels as 
British ships. It is said that this is in 
accordance with the law, although a glance 
at the composition of the company shows 
that two clerks of the Japanese company 
are the principal shareholders, and that 
the only difference is the flag the ships 
fly. I may say that the Japanese are 
by no means the only offenders in this 
respect. 


> 


The reports of The Times correspondent 
at Shanghai are so detailed and cir- 
cumstantial as to warrant credence being 
given to them. I do not suppose that 
His Majesty’s Government are going to 
allow foreigners, under the guise of 
Britishers, to circumvent a decision they 
have arrived at, and no doubt the noble 
Marquess representing the Foreign Office 
can give satisfactory assurances on this 
point. I hope your Lordships will not 
think I have unduly trespassed upon 
your indulgence. Though we are yet 
paramount as a shipping Power we are 
too apt to forget how keen, how de- 


termined, and sometimes how un- 
sctupulous foreign competition has 
become. It behoves us to meet it before 


it overwhelms us, for when our shipping 
trade is threatened it is an attempt not 
only to cripple our greatest industry, 
but to strike a blow at the foundations 
of the British Empire. I beg to put the 
Questions standing in my name. 


_*THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (‘he Marquess 
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of Lanspownge): My Lords, I shall 
certainly not gainsay what has fallen 
from the noble Lord as to the import- 
ance of our merchant service, of whose 
interests he has shown himself a vigilant 
and assiduous advocate. Nor shall I 
contradict him when he tells your Lord- 
ships that he regards as extremely un- 
fair to this country the existing arrange- 
ments under which, while the coasting 
trade of Great Britain and her depen- 
dencies is freely open to the shipping of 
other countries, the coastal trade of 
some at all events of those countries 1s 
entirely closed against British shipping. 
I am afraid, too, that the noble Lord is 
not inaccurate when he says that the 
tendency to impose this restriction is an 
increasing tendency, and it is, as he truly 
said, aggravated by the fact that, when 
speaking of coasting trade, we refer, not 
only to coasting trade in the narrower 
sense of the word—trade between one 
portion and another of the United King- 
dom—but also to that much more exten- 
sive trade passing between one national 
port and another national port, such, for 
instance, as the trade carried by vessels 
plying between a Black Sea port and St. 
Petersburg. 


The noble Lord left us to infer the 
remedy which he would propose in order 
to combat this condition of things. I 
would venture to remind your Lordships 
that, so long as nothing is done by foreign 
Powers to infringe the treaty rights of 
this country, we have no title to com- 
plain if a foreign Power chooses to 
restrict its coasting trade, or any other 
part of its trade, to its own subjects. 
All we can do is to consider whether it 
is worth our while to use pressure, and, 
if so, to what extent, in order to bring 
about a mitigation of our grievances. 

It is sometimes suggested, and I rather 
think that that is virtually the suggestion 
of the noble Lord, that we should follow 
the example of other countries and re- 
serve entirely to our own shipping the 
coasting trade of Great Britain and her 
dependencies. But that is not a remedy to 
which we could light-heartedly tesort. It 
would carry us too far, for of the Powers 
which participate largely in this coasting 
business four, at any rate, admit us to 
their coasting trade. In regard to a 
fifth Power, France, I will make a point 
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of inquiring very carefully into the matter 
after what the noble Lord has said, but 
I am under the impression that France 
allows British vessels to participate in 
her coasting trade except that which 
passes between French ports and ports 
of the Algerian provinces. Then, if we 
were to debar foreigners from participa- 
tion in our coasting traffic, we should 
diminish, or perhaps lose entirely, that 
extremely valuable entrep:t trade in 
which this country has a large interest. 
It must be remembered that many 
foreign vessels coming to our ports bring 
us their merchandise for reshipment to 
some other country, and it would cer- 
tainly be a misfortune if that branch of 
our business were to be taken away from 
us. Then it is suggested that we might 
deny our coasting trade to those countries 
which do not admit us to theirs. But 
there we are met with a formidable diffi- 
culty—namely, that the countries which 
most completely exclude us from their 
coasting trade are precisely the countries 
which take the smallest part in our 
coasting trade. The Powers which I have 
in my mind are the United States and 
Russia. 


British Shipping Trade— 


Lorp MUSKERRY : I included inter- 
coastal colonial trade. 


*THE Marquess or LANSDOWNE: 
I am quite aware of that, but I do not 
think it affects the argument I am using. 
Although there is the inequality which I 
have admitted, it cannot be said that at 
this moment,. at all events, foreign 
countries monopolise any considerable 
share of our coasting business. The 
figures are rather striking. I believe I 
gave them to your Lordships last year, 
but I do not hesitate to repeat them. Of 
the smaller coasting trade around our 
shores no less than 9 per cent. is in the 
hands of British shipping, while of the 
larger Imperial coasting trade no less than 
88 per cent. is done by British shipping 
and only 12 per cent. by foreign vessels. 
Another suggestion is that we should, at 
any rate, insist that such foreign vessels 
as ply to British ports should be com- 
pelled to comply with those regulations 
and legislative enactments by which 

The Marquess of Lansdowne, 


{LORDS} 
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our own shipping is bound. There js 
at this moment, certainly, an incon- 
sistency, and a most inequitable incon. 
sistency, in allowing, say, a Norwegian 
timber ship to come to a British port 
without complying with those extremely 
salutary regulations of which the noble 
Lord has often spoken in this House 
and which are, to a certain extent, a 
burden on the shipping of this country, 
A Committee of the House of Commons 
was appointed last session to deal with 
this matter. I believe that the time 
at their disposal was not found sufficient 
to enable them to arrive at a conclusion, 
and it has been lately announced that 
the Committee is to be reappointed this 
year. I am sure we must all hope that 
they will see their way to making prac- 
tical and satisfactory recommendations 
on this important branch of the subject. 


The particular cases which the noble 
Lord cited illustrate very fairly the 
great difficulty of dealing with this 
problem. In the first instance there is 
the case of the Philippines. When the 
United States made peace with Spain 
they undertook that for ten years Spanish 
shipping should have equal treatment 
with United States shipping so far as 
the trade with the Philippines was con- 
cerned. Last year a Bill passed the 
United States Legislature under which 


all foreign shipping, except Spanish, 


is excluded from trade with the Philip- 
pines, that trade being reserved as coastal 
trade by the United States Government. 
The Act in question will not come into 
operation until 1906. When we became 
aware of this we put in a claim in favour 
of our shipping, urging that, as we were 
entitled to most-favoured-nation treat- 
ment at the hands of the United States 
Government, we might claim the same 
treatment for our shipping that the 
United States Government had bound 
themselves to accord for ten years to 
Spanish shipping. We were met with 
a reply, perhaps not entirely unexpected, 
which goes to show that the interpre- 
tation placed by the United States 
Government upon most-favoured-natiop 
treatment differs materially from our 
interpretation. The United States 
Government hold, and, I believe, have 
held for some time, that the existence 


of an international compact, under which 
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they are bound to give most-favoured- 
nation treatment to any particular Power 
does not preclude them from making 
by treaty with another Power for value 
received special arrangements entitling 
that other Power to exceptional privileges 
or advantages. The United States Gov- 
erment hold that in this case their 
arrangement with regard to trade with 
the Philippines is such a special arrange- 
ment, and is not of a kind which en- 
titles other nations to claim equal treat- 
ment on the ground that they have 
most-favoured-nation clauses with the 
United States. That is how the matter 
stands, and I am sorry to say that I 
do not see much prospect of induc- 
ing the United States Government to 
abandon that view. But I would ask 
the noble Lord whether it is not possible 
to exaggerate the dimensions of the 
difficulty which has srisen. This special 
arrangement between the United States 
and Spain runs for ten years from the 
date when it was made. It will, there- 
fore, expire in 1908 or in the beginning 
of 1909, but the trade of the Philippines 
will only begin to be treated as coastal 
trade and reserved to the United 
States in 1906. We are, therefore, only 
discussing a trade which is, after all, 
not of first-rate importance, and which, 
in any circumstances, could be with- 
drawn from us after we had enjoyed 
it for the space of about two years; for 
I need not say that when the special 
arrangement between the United States 
and Spain comes to an ena, we shall no 
longer be able to claim most-favoured- 
nation treatment. 


The second case referred to by the nokle 
Lord was that of the Canaries. I find 
that in November of last year it was de- 
clared under Royal decree by the Spanish 
Government that trade between the differ- 
ent ports of thoseislandsshould henceforth 
be treated as coastal trade. When that 
decision became known our representa- 
tive called attention to the fact that 
considerable British interests were in- 
volved—interests which had grown up 
under the shelter of previous decrees. 


I do not know whether it was 
cwing to this representation, but 
it was, in fact, decided that the 


new decree should not come into opera- 
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tion until this year. In the meantime, 
our representations were renewed ; but 
I am sorry to say, in this case also, we 
received a distinct intimation that, 
in the opinion of the Spanish Government, 
it is expected, for the protection of 
their mercantile marine and in accordance 
with the rules of the Spanish Customs 
reserving coastal trade for the national 
flag, that foreign shipping should not be 
admitted to the trade of these islands. 
There the matter remains, and I do not, 
as at present advised, see what means 
His Majesty’s Government have of in- 
ducing the Spanish Government to take 
a different view. 


In regard to the Marshall Islands, 
I made a statement in your Lord- 
ships’ House the other evening, and 
I do not know that it is necessary 
for me to add to what I then said. I was 
able to tell the House that the German 
Government freely recognised that the 
Convention of 1896 entitled British 
and German shipping to absolute equality 
of treatment in that part of the ocean, 
and I was able to say that the particular 
concession granted to the Jaluit Com- 
pany was about to be cancelled by the 
German Government. I do not think 
I need add anything to that. 


I now pass to the last case mentioned by 
the noble Lord—the case of the wharves 
at Hankau. The story, stated briefly, 
is this. In the British concession at 
Hankau there is a small amount of 
wharfage which was reserved by this 
country—I believe the length of it is 
orly sufficient to accommodate four 
hulks at one and the same time. There 
has been a considerable amount of dispute 
with regard to the conditions under 
which this wharfage was to be used. 
The old regulations were, I am bound to 
say, of a very unsatisfactory character. 
A meeting of the persons renting land 
in the concession used to be held, 
a good many of whom were not 
British subjects; they were able to 
recommend any applicant for the privi- 
lege of making use of this wharfage, and 
if their recommendation seemed to our 
Consul-General an improper one he was 
able to put a veto upon it; but if he 
did so the result was to prevent the 
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particular candidate recommended by 
the land-renters from getting his wharf ; 
butit did not enable the Consul-General to 
give it to anybody else. Therefore the 
result used to be a deadlock and the 


wharfage might remain vacant and 
useless. New regulations have been 


drafted by our Minister under which 
the British Consul-General will be in a 
position to notify to the municipal 
council his approval of any particular 
application for wharfage, and that 
approval will be obligatory upon the 
council. As an alternative mode of 
procedure, it is provided that the land- 
renters may also recommend an appli- 
cant, but there is an appeal to the Consul- 
General, whose decision is final, and 
instructions have been given which is to 
make it perfectly clear that a preference 
be given. The noble Lord seemed to be ap- 
prehensive that these new rules would be 
eluded by bogus registrations, under the 
shelterof which people who were not really 
British subjects would appear in the guise 
of British subjects and claim rights 
accordingly. That point, I think has 
been sufficiently provided for in the in- 
structions, because it has been laid 
down that the Consul-General is to 
give a preference to British steamers 
and that, in deciding between one ap- 
plicant and another, he is to have regard 
tojthe ownership and agency of the 
line and to decide which applicant 
most truly represents British interests. 
I do not think, therefore, that there 
is any prospect of the new regulations 
being evaded. In regard to the un- 
satisfactoriness of the state of things 
under which we do not at present obtain 
on the coasts of other countries the privi- 
leges which we afford to others, I am 
afraid that I am unable to give the noble 
Lord much comfort. But I can assure 
him that in all these cases, and par- 
ticularly as regards Hankau, we have 
done all that is possible to secure due 
regard to British interests. 


WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION BILL [u.1.]. 


| Amendments reported (acccrding to 
order). 


Lorp HENEAGE moved an Amend- 


ment to Clause 3, altering the time in| 


The Marquess of Lansdowne, 
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which it was necessary to give notice of th 
accident from “six” to “nine” days. 
He thought six days an adequate period 
in towns. but contended that in regard 
to rural employment a longer time should 
be allowed after the happening of the 
accident in which to give the notice, 
He quoted several instances to show the 
necessity of extending the period if 
labouring men in remote country dis- 
tricts, who might not call a doctor in 
until several days after the accident, 
were to have the benefit of the Act. 


Amendment moved— 

“In Clause 3, page 2, line 37, to leave out 
the word ‘six’ and insert the word ‘nine.’” 
—(Lord Heneage.) 


Lorp BELPER reminded the House 
that when this matter was considered 
by the Committee very strong evidence 
was put before them in favour of fixing 
a much shorter period than six days. 
Three days were suggested as ample 
time for the notice, especially as the 
period could be extended, where neces- 
sary, by application to the County Court. 
Indeed, some who gave evidence before 
the Committee were pressing the Govern- 
ment to make the time even shorter than 
three days. The period in the Bill— 
six days—was suggested by the Com- 
mittee and accepted as a compromise, 
and in view of the safeguard giving a 
County Court power to extend the period, 
he questioned the wisdom of raising the 
point now when they had a certain pros- 
pect before them, if they did so, of the 
matter being’ reopened in another place 
in the other direction. It was not only 
in the interest of the employer but also 
in the interest of the workmen that the 
notice should be given as early as possible, 
so that the injury could be medically 
attended to without delay, and he hoped 
the compromise which had been come 
to would be allowed to stand. There 
was not the slightest doubt that if a case 
arose in which a labourer in a country 
district had failed, through ignorance 
or any other cause, to give the notice 
in the necessary time the Court would 
take a reasonable view of the matter 
and allow the claim for compensa- 
tion to proceed. Personally, he could not 
see any difficulty in the injured labourer 
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giving notice of the accident before he 
leit the farm, even though the injury 
might not appear to be of so serious a 
nature as to be likely to lead to a claim 
being made. If, in the future, it was 
proved that in the case of agricultural 
labourers the period in which the notice 
had to be given should be a longer one, 
that would be a fair case for amending 
the law; but at present, in view of the 
careful attention given to the matter 
by the Committee and the fact that the 
period of six days was agreed upon by 
them as a compromise, His Majesty’s 
Government were obliged to adhere to 
the period in the Bill. 


Tue Marquess or RIPON said that 
one of the principal arguments of Lord 
Belper appeared to be that if Lord 
Heneage's Amendment was adopted the 
question would be sure to be raised again 
in the House of Commons and difficulties 
would arise there. He (Lord Ripon) 
could assure the noble Lord that, if the 
Amendment was not made, the question 
would undoubtedly be raised in the House 
of Commons, and probably the view of the 
noble Lord (Lord Belper) would not 
be upheld by that Assembly. The noble 
Lord had declared that, in his opinion, 
it would be quite convenient for an 
agricultural labourer who was injured on 
a farm to give his notice before leaving 
the farm. But was that reasonable ‘ 
It appeared to him (Lord Ripon) that 
the period of six days, shortened as it 
probably would be in most cases by the 
intervention of Sunday, was undoubtedly 
too short ; and in the interests of working 
men he had hoped the Government would 
have given way and accepted the reason- 
able Amendment moved by Lord Heneage. 
The view of those who desired to limit 
the period to three days was so unjust 
that it was not entitled to any considera- 
tion at all. 


On Question, Amendment negatived. 


Viscount CROSS said there never 
were any Acts of Parliament which had 
given rise to so much litigation and ex- 
pense as the Workmen’s Compensation 
Acts. He did not believe there was a Judge 
on the Bench who had not had occasion to 
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grumble at the time he had had to spend 
in construing those Acts. This all arose 
in his opinion, from the practice that had 
been growing up of legislating by refer- 
ence—an evil which was perpetuated in 
the present Bill. There was hardly a 
section of the Workmen’s Compensation 
Acts which was not touched by this Bill, 
and the result would be that the diffi- 
culties of construction would be greater 
thanever. He had proposed to move that 
the principal Act and the Act of 1900 
should be printed as a schedule to this 
Act, with the additions, omissions, and 
substitutions required by this Act; but 
on consideration he thought that a method 
of dealing with the matter of which the 
noble and learned Lord on the Woolsack 
had given notice would meet the case. 
It was provided in the Bill that the Act 
should come into operation on January 
Ist, 1906, except as regards certain parts 
of it, and as the Act was to come into 
operation at different times he thought 
there might be a question as to how soon 
it might be possible to print the Act as 
suggested in the Amendment standing in 
the name of the Lord Chancellor. 


Compensation Bill. 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR (The Earl 
of Hatspury) reminded their Lordships 
that the greater tendency in recent years 
to make reference to Acts of Parliament 
relating to each other had been adopted 
from the necessity of minimising oppor- 
tunities of obstruction, for every addi- 
tional line gave opportunities for further 
opposition. He did not deny that this 
legislation by reference was a very great 
evil, and was not satisfactory either to 
the Legislature or to the Judges who had 
to construe it. But they had to do the 
best they could. He was himself chair- 
man of the Statute Law Revision Com- 
mittee, which succeeded in reducing the 
statutes at large frem 100 volumes to ten. 
That result was of very great advantage 
to the community, but it was discovered 
that they were proceeding too quickly 
and it became the practice to obstruct 
these consolidating statutes, and they 
were thrown overboard at the end of the 
session. The consequence was that for the 
last ten years the Committee had not met 
again, for he had never asked the Judges 
and the other members to proceed further 
with their thankless and laborious task. 
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His Amendment was to omit Sub-section 4 
of Clause 23, which provided that any 
copy of the principal Act or the Work- 
men’s Compensation Act, 1900— 

‘Printed after the passing of this Act or 

authority of His Majesty, may be printed wit 
the additions, omissions, and substitutions 
required by this Act.” 
And to substitute for it a sub-section 
directing the Clerk of the Parliaments 
to prepare and certify a copy of the 
principal Act and of the Workmen’s 
Compensation Act, 1900— 

“With the omission of the parts expressly 
repealed by this Act and with the sections and 
sub-sections numbered in manner directed by 
this Act.” 
for H's Majesty’s printer. 
which he proposed to insert were in the 


Act of 1885, in which for the first 
time this practice was introduced, 
but for some reason or other in| 


Jater years the certificate of the Clerk 
of Parliaments had been left out. 
it must be understood that this was to 
be done solely for the convenience of 
those interested, 
lawyers; and that authority was to lie 
solely in the Act as it was passed by 
Parliament and printed in the form in 
which it was passed among the Acts of 
Parliament of the session. 


Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 23, page 16, to leave out Sub-section 
(4), and to insert the following new sub-sections: 
*(4) Every enactment and word of this Act 
which is expressed to be substituted for or added 
to any portion of the principal Act or the 
Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1900, shall 
form part of those Acts respectively in the 
place assigned to it by this Act, and those Acts, 
and all Acts, including this Act, which refer 


thereto shall, after the commencement of and | 


subject to the savings contained in this Act, 
be construed as if the said enactment or word 


{LORDS} 


The words | 


But | 


such as workmen and | 
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Parliament ; His Majesty’s printer shall print 
in accordance with the copy so certified all 
copies of the principal Act and of the Work- 
men’s Compensation Act, 190%, which are 
printed after the commencement oi this Act.’ ” 
—(The Lord Chencellor.) 





Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD said 
he had no objection to the Amendment, 
as it was intended altogether for con- 
venience and as without it the amended 
Act as arranged by the printer, without 
any certificate from the Clerk of the 
Parliaments, would have been the actual 
'enactment. He had been more successful 
than he anticipated, for his action in 
calling attention to this matter had led 
to an Amendment being placed on the 
Paper by Lord Cross as well as by his 
noble and learned friend the Lord Chan- 
cellor. He would have been glad to 
accept either of the remedies proposed, 
but of the two he preferred the Amend- 
ment which had just been moved by the 
Lord Chancellor. The point he desired 
to emphasise was that the law of the land 
must be the Act itself as it was passed by 
| Parliament. 


Lorp THRING said the tendency of 
legislation by reference was to make the 
law a sort of Chinese puzzle. He did not, 
however, desire to express any opinion 
as to the Amendment moved by the 
noble and learned Lord. But he doubted 
whether it clearly expressed what was 
undoubtedly intended—namely, that the 
text of the Act was to be the text as 
passed by Parliament. 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Bill to be read 3* on Monday next; 
and to be printed as amended [No. 85]. 


had been originally enacted in the principal | 


Act or the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 
1900, as the case may be, in the place so as- 
signed, and where it is substituted for another 
enactment or word, 
lieu of that enactment or word; and the 
expression ‘this Act’ as used in the principal 
Act or the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 
1900, or this Act, shall be construed accord- 
ingly. 
the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 
every 


the parts expressly repealed by this Act, and 
with the sections and sub-sections numbered | 
in manner directed by this Act, shall be pre- 
pared and certified by the Clerk of the Par- 
liaments, and deposited with the Rolls of | 


The Ear! of Halsbury. 


had been so enacted in | 


*(5) A copy of the principal Act and of | 
1990, with | 
such enactment and word inserted in | 
the place so assigned, and with the omission of | 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE 
(IRELAND) (No. 1) BILL [1.t.}. 


[Seconp Reaprvna.] 


Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 
*Tue LORD CHANCELLOR or IRE- 
| LAND (Lord AsHsourne): My Lords, 
| this Bill proposes to give an extension of 
‘the power of appeal to your Lordships” 
House from the Court of Appeal in 
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Ireland. Important proceedings occa- 
sionally come before the Court of Appeal 
in Ireland, taken by way of certiorari, 
mandamus, quo warrant», or prohibition, 
valuation and rating appeals and 
the parties are unable under the pro- 
visions of the Supreme Court of Judica- 
ture Act (Ireland), 1877, to take them by 
way of final appeal to your Lordships’ 
House. This Bill proposes to extend the 
appellate jurisdiction of the House of 
Lords and make it exercisable in the 
case of any decision, judgment, decree, or 
order of the Court of Appeal in Ireland 
in any proceedings such as those to which 
Ihave re‘erred. The Bill will be a very 
useful one and I hope your Lordships 
will accord it a Second Reading. 


Moved, ‘ That the Bill be now read 2".”’ 
—(Lord Ashbourne). 


Un Question, Bill read 2*, and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole 
Hous» on Thursday next. 

House adjourned at five minutes 
before Six o'clock, till To- 
morrow, half-past Ten o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Monday, 22nd May, 1905. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 
MR. SPEAKER’S ABSENCE. 

The House being met, the Clerk at the 
Table informed the House of the unavoid- 
able absence of Mr. SPEAKER, owing to 
continued indisposition. 


Whereupon Mr. James WILLIAM 
LowrHER, the Chairman of Ways and 
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| Bill ; 


Means, proceeded to the Table, and, after | 
| passed, without Amendment. 


Speaker, pursuant to the Standing Order. | 


Prayers, took the Chair as Deputy- 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS [LORDS] 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY 
QUIRED INTO COMPLIED WITH). 
Mr. Depury-SprakeR laid upon the 

Table Report from one of the Examiners 
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of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders- 
not previously inquied into, and which 
are applicable thereto, have been com- 
plied with, viz.:—Alexandra Park and. 
Palace Bill [Lords]. 

Ordered, ‘hat the Bill be read a second 
time. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (NO 

STANDING, ORDERS APPLICABLE). 

Mr. Depury-SpEaKER laid upon the 
Table Report from one of the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in 
the case of the following Bills, referred on 
the First Reading thereof, no Standing 
Orders are applicable, viz.:—London 
Government Scheme (Hackney and 
Edmonto: Urions) Bill; London Govern- 
ment Scheme (London and Middlesex) 
Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a. 
second time To-morrow. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STANDING 
ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 
COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. Depury-SeeakER laid upon the 
Tabie Report from one of the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in 
the case of the following Bills, referred 
on the First Reading thereof, the Stand- 
ing Orders which are applicable thereto 
have been complied with, viz. :—Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 11) 
Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 15) Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a second 
time To-morrow. 


East Cowes Gas Bill [Lords]; Hastings 
Harbour District Railway (Abandon- 
ment) Bill [Lords]. McConnell’s Divorce 
Bill [Lords]; read the third time, and 


Tyneside Tramways and Tramroads 


Bill [Lords]. Read the third time, and 
| passed, with Amendments. 


(STANDING | 
IN. | 


(Extension of Time) Bill [Lords]. 


London and North Western Railway 
Bill. As amended, considered; to be 
read the third time. 


Mexborough and Swinton Tramways 
As 








959 Returns, 


Amendments | 


amended, considered ; 
made; Bill to be read the third time. | 

Rhondda Urban District Council Bill. | 
As amended, considered ; to be read the | 
third time. | 


Dearne Valley Railway Bil] [Lords]. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


Malone’s Divorce (Validation) Bill 
[Lords]; Sheffield University Bill [Lords]. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 1) Bill; Electric Lighting Pro- 
visional Order (No. 3) Bill. Read the 
third time, and passed. 


Lccal Government (Ireland) Provisional 
Orders (No. 4) Bill ; Local Government : 
Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill. Read a 
second time, and committed. 


North Eastern Railway Bill; North 
Eastern Railway (Steam Vessels) Bill ; 


Great Northern (Ireland) and Midland | 


Railways Bill. Reported, with Amend- 
ments; Reports to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. 


Canals Bill. Ordered, That the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills do examine the Canals Bill with 
Tespect to compliance with the Standing 
Orders relative to Private Bills.—(Sir 
John Brunner.) 


Bolton Corporation Bill. 
from the Police and Sanitary Committee, 
with Amendments; Report to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. 


Bishopric of Bristol Bill [Lords]. Read 
the first time; to be read a second time 
upon Wednesday, 31st May, and to be 
printed. [Bill 226.] 

MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they have agreed to—Weybridge 
and Walton-upon-Thames Electric Supply 
Bill; Chelsea Electricity Supply Hill, 
without Amendment. 


Wrexham Gas Bill, with Amendments. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 


“« An Act to make further provision with 
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Reported | 
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respect to the arrangement of Polling 
Districts for the election of County 
Councillors.” [Polling Districts (County 
Councils) Bill [Lords.] 


And, also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act 
to amend the law relating to the 
arrangement of Polling Districts in 


Parliamentary Boroughs.” [Polling Ar- 


rangements 


Bill [Lords.] 


(Parliamentary Boroughs) 


PETITIONS. 


EDUCATION (PROVISION OF MEALS) 
(No. 2) BILL. 
Petition from Middlesbrough, in favour; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF BUTTER BILL. 
Petition from Westminster, in favour; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
(SUNDAY) BILL. 
Petition from Atherton, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 


SUMMARY JURISDICTION (CHILDREN) 
BILL. 
Petition from Westminster, in favour; 
to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


EAST INDIA (AFGHANISTAN). 
Copy presented, of Treaty between the 
British Government and the Amir of 
Afghanistan, dated 21st March, 1909, 
with Papers relating thereto [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


POST OFFICE SAViNGS BANK (REGULA- 
TIONS). 

Copy presented, of the Post Office 
Savings Bank Regulations, 1905, dated 
15th May, 1905 [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table, 


FISHERIES (IRELAND). 

Copy presented, of Report of the 
Department of Agriculture and Technical 
Instruction for Ireland on the Sea and 
Inland Fisheries of Ireland for 1902-3. 
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Part II. Scientific Investigations [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


(22 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
3377 and 3378 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


GOVERNMENT APPOINTMENTS 
(SOLDIERS AND SAILORS). 

Return ordered, “ showing the number 
of Appointments as permanent messengers 
in the several Government Offices, or in 
the Palace of Westminster, and as park- 
keepers or gardeners under the Office of 
Works, which became vacant between 
the lst day of April, 1904, and the 
3lst day of March, 1905, and the 
number of persons appointed to fill such 
posts who had served previously in 
His Majesty’s Army or Navy, in ac- 
cordance with the recommendations of 
the Select Committees of 1876-7 and of 
1894-5; and showing, further, how 
many were given employment under the 

Post Office.” —(Sir Howard Vincent.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES, 


Discharges at Sheerness Dockyard-- 
Stopping of Overtime Work. 

Mr. JOHN HOWARD (Kent, Faver- 
sham): To ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty whether he is aware that over- 
time is being worked by the very class of 
men employed at Sheerness Dockyard 
who are being discharged ; and whether, 
in view of the amount of work in hand at 
the present time, and likely to be under- 
taken in Sheerness Dockyard, he will 
consider the advisability, with a view to 
retaining men who are being discharged, 


and who are given as likely to be dis- , 


charged, of stopping overtime for the 
present. 


by Mr. Pretyman.) No 


(Answered 


overtime is being worked by the classes of | 


men from whom discharges are being 
made at Sheerness Dockyard, except on 
one small special job, on which it is im- 
possible to put more men, and which must 
be completed by the end of the month, 


A certain amount of overtime is neces- 
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sary each week, but this is of such a char- 
acter as is essential for the economical 
working of the yard, e.q., lighting fires and 
furnaces before bell-ringing, pumping 
water, making good any breakdown to 
shop machinery, ete. This class of work 
is performed by men specially selected for 
the purpose. Such overtime, therefore, 
being normal, does not affect the number 
of discharges, which were calculated after 
making allowance for overtime of the 
nature stated and wastage due to death, 
superannuation, etc. The amount of 
work now in hand at Sheerness and in 
prospect for the next few months has led 
to the discharges being increased from 
twelve to twenty per week for the present, 
in order that the men borne on the books 
may be remuneratively employed. 


Questions. 


Discharges at Sheerness Dockyard. 

Mr. JOHN HOWARD: To ask the 
Secretary to the Admiralty whether he 
can give approximately the number of 
discharges contemplated by the Ad- 
miralty amongst the men employed in 
Sheerness Dockyard from 22nd May, 1905, 
to the end of the financial year, and the 
rate at which these discharges are to be 
effected ; also whether he can state the 
number of discharges that have taken 
place in Sheerness Dockyard from 1st 
January, 1905, to 22nd May, 1905. 


(Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) The 
number of discharges contemplated from 
the 22nd May to the end of the financial 
year is 540. The rate of discharge, 
which was at first twelve per week, has re- 
cently been increased to twenty per week. 
The total number of discharges between 
the Ist January, 1905, and the 22nd May 
is 190, including men discharged at their 
own request and on superannuation. 


Findings of the International Labour 
Conference. 


Sirk CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): To ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment if the conclusions come to by the 
recent International Labour Conference, 
on which His Majesty’s Government were 
represented, will be laid before Parlia- 
ment. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) The conference has only just 
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finished its meetings, and I have not yet | 
had time to consider its conclusions, so I 
am not yet prepared to answer the right 
hon. Baronet’s Question. I hope, how- 
ever, to do so very shortly. 


Questions. 


Errors in Sectoring of Lights on the Irish 
Coast. 

Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR (Liver- 
pool, Exchange): To ask the Secretary 
to the Board of Trade whether the errors 
in the sectoring of the Roancarrig Light, 
Berehaven, as shown by its actual bear- 
ings when compared with the information 
given in the Admiralty Chart and List of 
Lights, have yet been rectified ; and, if 
so, for how long a time had the errors 
existed ; whether the sectoring of South 
Arran Light was rectified in 1903, whether 
it is now correct, and for how long the 
previous error had existed ; and will he 
explain why the light at Oyster Island, 
as shown in the Admiralty Lists of Lights, 
is described as showing from South 29 
degrees East through East to South 21 
degrees East, a sector of 352 degrees, in- 
stead of from South 29 degrees East 
through South to 21 degrees East, a 
sector of 8 degrees ; and who is responsible 
for the error; for what reason the 
Tmogene Buoy is coloured red and the 
Rosebeg Buoy coloured black, both 
buoys being on the same side of their 
respective channels. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) I am 
informed by the Commissioners of Irish 
Lights that they are not aware of any 
errors in the sectoring of Roancarrig 
Light as shown by its actual bearings 
when compared with the information 
given in the Admiralty Chart and List of 
Lights. They state, however, that with 
the improved new character of light 
which will shortly be exhibited at this 
station, an observer will notice in clear 
weather when close to the light that the 
cuts are more sharply defined than with 
the existing light. As regards South 
Arran Light, which is cut by the land, I 
am informed that it was not affected by 


the painting of the screen part of the | 


lantern in 1903, and that the information 
about the light given in the Admiralty 
publications is practically correct. The 
Commissioners inform me that it escaped 
their attention, when the Notice to 
Mariners in regard to the Oyster Island 
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‘being the starboard 
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Light was issued, that the wording of it 
conveyed the impression that the “white 
are was visible over 352 degrees instead 
of 8 degrees. They will take steps for 
this to be corrected in the next issue of the 
List of Lights, and the responsible author- 
ity will be asked to consider whether the 
case is one in which a Notice to Mariners 
should be issued in the meanwhile. As 
regards the two buoys mentioned in the 
latter part of the Question, the Com- 
missioners state that the Imogene Buoy, 
landmark for a 
danger in the approach to Dundalk 
Harbour, is coloured red, while the Rose- 
beg is coloured black as it is considered 
safer for shipping to treat this latter 
buoy as the seamark for a port land 
danger to vessels passing up channel 
rather than as starboard landmark of a 
danger in the approach to the Port of 
Dublin. 


Cheap Mattresses—Insanitary Flock. 


Mr. FULLER (Wiltshire, Westbury): 
To ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board whether his attention has 
been drawn to the insanitary condition 
of certain cheaper kinds of flock used in 
the manufacture of cheap mattresses ; 
and whether he will take steps, by legisla- 
tion or otherwise, for the prevention of 
the spread of infectious disease arising 
from the use of insanitary and unwashed 
materials. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 
My attention has been drawn to the sale 
and use of unwashed flock for bedding 
and other purposes. The compulsory 
cleansing of the materials referred to 
could not be generally secured under the 
existing law. The point has been noted 
for consideration, but I cannot at present 
hold out any prospect of legislation on 
the subject. 


Children in Workhouses and Workhouse 
nfirmaries. 

Str JOHN GORST (Cambridge Uni- 
versity): To ask the President of the 
Local Government Board if he will state 
the number of children at present in the 
Metropolitan workhouses and workhouse 
infirmaries and in provincial workhouses 


‘and workhouse infirmaries respectively. 
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(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 
On the Ist January, 1905, the latest date 
for which information is available, the 
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|numbers of pauper children relieved in 
| workhouses and workhouse infirmaries 
‘in England and Wales were as follows :-— 























| 
| . 7 
| Number of Number of 
children charge- | children charge- 
{able to Poor Law) able to Poor Law Total. 
' unions in unions outside 
| London. Londen. 
= = -|— ee eS 
{A) Not including insane and | | 
idiots :— | | 
1. In workhouses, other- 
wise than in infirm | 
wards - - - - | 1,090 14,638 15.728 
. | 
2. In infirm wards or | | 
infirmaries - - - | 1,878 | 4,069 5,947 
| 
(B) Insane and idiots in work- 
houses* 12 288 300 
| 
| e = 
2,980 | 18,995 21,975 
| 





*There were also 736 children in the Imbecile Asylums belonging to the Managers of the 


Metropolitan Asylum District. 


Boarded-out Poor Law Children. 

Mr. MELVILLE (Stockport): To 
ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board if he will state the number 
of Poor Law children at present boarded- 
out beyond and within the union respec- 
tively. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 
On the Ist January, 1905, the numbers 
of pauper children in England and Wales 
who were boarded-out beyond the union 
and within the union were 1,806 and 
6,814, respectively. This is the latest 
information which is at present available. 


Children Emigrated to Canada by Boards 
of Guardians. 

Mr. TOULMIN (Bury, Lancashire) - 
To ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board if he will state the number 
of children emigrated to Canada by boards 
-of guardians during 1904. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 
During the year 1904 the Local Govern- 
ment Board issued Orders authorising 


expenditure by boards of guardians in 
respect of the emigration to Canada of 
374 children. 


Officials in Edinburgh Post Otfice over the 
Regulation Age. 

Mr. McCRAE (Edinburgh, E.): To 
ask the Postmaster-General whether he 
can state the number of officials in the 
Edinburgh telegraph staff who have 
reached the age for retirement laid down 
in the Civil Service regulations. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) Under 
the Order in Council of 15th August, 
1890, retirement is compulsory for every 
officer on attaining sixty-five years of 
age. No officer on the telegraph staff at 
Edinburgh has reached that age. 


Auxiliary Rural Postmen entitled to 
qualify as Rural Postmen. 


Caprain DONELAN (Cork, E.): To 
ask the Postmaster-General whether 
auxiliary rural postmen who perform 
five hours duty daily, or less, and 
who are beyond the age limit, are 
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eligible to qualify for appointment as 
rural postmen under any regulations now 
in force; and, if such privilege does 
exist, was it in operation in 1890-91. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Lo-d Stanley.) The class 
of rural postmen is recruited alternately 
from ex-soldiers or ex-sailors and from 
boy messengers who pass through the 
assistant postmen’s class, Auxiliary 
postmen as such have no claim to ap- 
pointment as rural postmen, but they are 
occasionally appointed under exceptional 
circumstances. A man who is beyond 
the age limit is not, therefore, excluded 
from appointment, if he was within that 
limit when he was first emploved by the 
Post Office and has rendered continuous 
service since that time. These condi- 
tions were in operation in 1890-1. 


Appointment of Male Learners to Dublin 
ost Office. 

Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.): To 
ask the Postmaster-General, withreference 
to the examination for male learners 
in February, 1904, whether he can state 
how many of the eleven successful canii- 
dates have since been appointed, what is 
the cause of the delay in appointing the 
remainder, and when they are likely to 
be called in. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) I pre- 
sume that the hon. Member refers to 
the examination for male learners in the 
Dublin Office. If this be so none of these 
candidates have yet been appointed owing 
to the decrease in telegraph work and to 
a smaller number of vacancies on the 
class of sorting clerks and telegraphists 
having occurred than was anticipated. 
It is impossible to say when they will re- 
ceive appointments, since it depends 
upon the occurrence of vacancies. 


Irish Portal Veterinary Service Staff—In- 
creased Pay for Back Service. 

Mr. MACVEAGH : To ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury, in connection with 
the recent establishment of the Irish 
Portal Veterinary Service, which was not 
proposed to have retrospective eftect, 
whether he can state if the Treasury 
intend to accede to the request of the 
inspectors and of the Department of 
Agriculture that back service with in- 
creased pay should be granted. 


{COMMONS} 








Questions. 948 


(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 
This matter is still under the considera- 
tion of the Treasury. 


School Attendance of Children — Obliga- 
tion of Parents to send Medical 
Certificate in cases of Absence. 

Mr. HUNT (Shropshire, Ludlow): 
To ask the Secretary to the Board of 
Education whether, with a view to avoid 
the hardship and expense caused to 
working people by the practice of school 
attendance officers of making a rule that 
parents must either send every child to 
school or get a doctor’s certificate, and 
in view of the cases of death of children 
sent to school, when ill, because the 
parents could not afford to obtain such a 
certificate, he will issue instructions to 
county councils showing that it rests 
entirely with the school attendance 
committees to decide on the merits of 
each case, and as to whether they will 
send a particular case to be prosecuted 
before a magistrate or not. 


(Answered by Sir William Anson.) 
School attendance officers have no power 
to make rules on the subject referred to. 
Their practice should be governed by 
such directions as they may receive from 
the local education authority, who have 
full powers to deal with individual cases 
on their merits and to give such general 
instructions as to the evidence required 
for non-attendance at school as will 
promote the convenience of all parties 
concerned. The justice of the peace may 
also accept other evidence than a medical 
certificate as an excuse for non-attend- 
ance on the ground of illness. It seems 
hardly necessary for the Board to issue 
instructions on the subject. 


Evasions of the Medical and Dentists Act 
by Limited Companies. 

Sir JOHN TUKE (Edinburgh and 
St. Andrews’ Universities) : To ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether he has received an opinion 
from the Law Officers of the Crown 
concerning evasions of the Medical Acts 
and of the Dentist’s Act under the pro- 
visions of the Companies Acts ; and, if 
so, whether he will communicate it to 
the House. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) The Board of Trade have 
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received an opinion from the Law Officers, 
but I am unable to accede to my hon. 
friend’s request, as such opinions are 
treated as confidential. 


London and North Western Railway’s Re- 
housing Scheme at Regent's Park. 

Mr. GRAHAM (St. Pancras, W.): To 
ask the Secretary of State fer the Home 
Department whether he is aware that 
property has been purchased and plans 
prepared by the London and North 
Western Railway Company at Gloucester 
(Gate, in the immediate neighbourhood of 
Regent’s Park, for the rehousing of the 
working-class inhabitants to be displaced 
hy the scheme for reconstructing and 
enlarging Euston Railway Station, accord- 
ing to the Act of 1900, Section 50; and 
whether, having regard to the fact that 
these sites are one mile and a quarter 
distant from Euston Station, and to the 
residential character of this neighbour- 
hood, to the objection expressed to the 
plan by the inhabitants of the neighbour- 
hood, and to the fact that sites near the 
Hampstead Road and quite close to 
Euston Station have already been 
acquired by the London and North 
Western Railway Company, which would 
be most suitable for the purpose, he will 
take steps so that the company may 
carry out their original intention of 
building the working-class houses in the 
latter position. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) The 
London and North Western Railway 
Company have made application to the 
Local Government Board for their ap- 
proval of a scheme for providing housing 
accommodation for 840 persons of the 
working classes near Gloucester Gate, 
Regent's Park. The Board have not 
received any objections to the scheme, 
but an inquiry with regard to it will be 
held by one of their inspectors on the 
30th instant, at the Town Hall, St. 
Pancras. The inspector will be prepared 
to receive at the inquiry any representa- 
tion as to the suitability of the site or the 
advantages of any other site. 


Unstemmed Tobacco. 

Mr. AUSTIN TAYLOR (Liverpool, 
East Toxteth) : To ask Mr. Chancellor of 
the Exchequer if he will state the quantity 
of pounds weight of unstemmed tobacco 
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(whole leaf) cleared from bond from 
Ist January to 31st March in the current 
year; and the quantity of stems re- 
turned for drawback from Ist February 
to 30th April in the current year, and 
the basis of moisture upon which this 
quantity is calculated. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
The quantity of unstemmed tobacco 
(whole leaf) cleared from bond for home 
consumption from Ist January to 31st 
March in the current year was 8,789,474 
lbs. The quantity of stems (tobacco 
stalks) deposited for drawback from the 
Ist February to 30th April in the current 
vear was 445,404 Ibs. This quantity 
consisted of a very large number of 
deposits at varying degrees of moisture. 
It would not at present be possible to 
state the quantity of stems at the standard 
moisture of 14 per cent. which it repre- 
sents. 


Crossgar (County Down) Water Supply 

and Sewage System. 

Mr. CHARLES CRAIG (Antrim, S§.): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware of the insanitary condition of 
Crossgar, county Down, owing to bad 
water supply and want ofa sewage system; 
and whether he will have a Local Govern- 
ment inspector sent to report on the 
state of the town. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) Repre- 
sentations as to the defective sewerage 
and unsatisfactory water supply of Cross- 
gar have been made to the Local Govern- 
ment Board. The matter has been 
brought to the notice of the district 
council, who, the Board understand, are 
carrying out works to improve the sewer- 
age and provide a water supply. 


Sherlock Estate, County Cork. 

Captain DONELAN: To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether definite steps have been 
taken concerning the sale of the Sherlock 
Kstate, Ballyrobin, Cloyne, county Cork, 
at present in the Land Judge’s Court, and 
how the case now stands. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) Tam 
informed that the abstract of the owner’s 
title has been lodged in Court, but the 
rulings on it have not yet been issued. 


2L 








95) 
Pension of James M‘Keogh, late Shoe- 
maker at Dundrum Lunatic Asylum. 

} Mr. MOONEY (Dublin County, 8.): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he is aware that 
the value of allowances for pension 
purposes to assistants in the Dundrum 
Lunatic Asylum is £40; if he can state 


Questions. 


why James M‘Keogh, late shoemaker at | 


the asylum, received pension calculated 
only at the rate of £25 per annum for 
allowances; and on what grounds are 
the inspectors justified in withholding 
this allowance from an attendant of 
ten and a-half vears service. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) 
Question is based on a misapprehension. 
No pension was awarded in the case. 


Grazing Rights on Glennamaddon 
Mountain. 


Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.): To 


ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- | 
his | 
attention has been drawn to a notice | 


Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
issued by Mr. R. V. Stoney, of Rosturk 


Castle, county Mayo, warning tenants, 


residing on land which he sold to the | 


Congested Districts Board, against graz- 


ing cattle or sheep on Glennamaddon | 


Mountain, north of the Lockspit, or east 


of Murrivagh Mearing; and whether. | 
seeing that this mountain forms part of | 


the estate sold by Mr. Stoney to the 
Congested Districts Board, he will take 


steps to secure that those tenants shall | 


not be prevented from grazing on it as 
they have been accustomed to do. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) This 
mountain, which consists of 1,965 acres 
of rough grazing land, is part of the 
property which was purchased by the 
Congested Districts Board, but when 
Mr. Stoney offered to sell to the Board 
196 acres of arable land, of which 174 
is untenanted, they accepted his con- 


dition that they should resell to him, | 


for the price which they had given to 
him, the mountain land referred to. 
The price of the arable land so purchased 
is £3,975, and the price of that resold 
to Mr. Stoney is only £600. This moun- 
tain land did not form part of the tenants’ 
holdings, nor had they any rights of 
grazing over it. 
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King-Harman Estate. 
Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.): To ask 


the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieuten- 
ant of Ireland whether, in the five cases 
of grass farms on the King-Harman 
astate, in which the Estates Commis- 
sioners have agreed to consider favour- 
ably to purchase the tenants’ interests 
through the vendor, he can state the 
amount proposed to be paid for the 
landlord’s interest in each case, and the 
number of years purchase of the rent 
the amount represents ; also the amount 
| proposed to be paid for the tenant’s 
| interest in each case, and the number of 
vears purchase of the rent the amount 
represents ; have any of those tenants 
refused to sign their purchase agree- 
/ments on the ground of excessive price; 
whether the Treasury have sanctioned 
or are prepared to sanction the arrange- 
ment for advancing money to the vendor 
in this case, or in the case of other 
properties, for purchasing the dual inter- 
est of landlord and tenant in grass farms 
for the purpose of division amongst the 
| smaller occupiers ; and, if so, if he can 
state the names of the cases. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) In 
the cases referred to in which the Com- 
missioners are negotiating for the pur- 
chase of grass farms hitherto occupied 
by tenants, they propose to purchase the 
lands as untenanted, and do not there- 
‘fore put a separate valuation on the 
interests of the landlord and the tenants 
respectively. The dealings with the 
tenants are carried on by the proposed 
| vendor, and not by the Commissioners. 
| The Commissioners propose to give for 
the lands, as untenanted, such prices as 
| they consider the lands can be resold for, 
| having due regard to the security. They 
| have no information that these tenants 
| have refused to sign agreements for pur- 
'chase. There is no proposal that money 
‘shall be advanced to the landlord to 
‘enable him to purchase the tenants’ 
interests. 


Irish Agricultural Department's Horse 
Breeding Schemes. 

Mr. P. A. MCHUGH (Leitrim, N.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether in the horse- 
breeding schemes of the Irish Agricultural 
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Department hackney and Welsh stallions | 


are still used ; and, if so, how many are 
there and where are they located; and 
whether the employment of hackney 
stallions in the congested districts has 
been attended with such results as to 
justify their further use in these or other 
districts of the country. 


(Answered by Mr.Walter Long.) Hack- 
ney and Welsh stallions are not used in 
connection with the Department’s general 
horse-breeding scheme. Of the stallions 
transferred from the Congested Districts 
Board in 1904, several are still in use, 
viz., three of the hackney breed in 
Donegal, three in Mayo, and one in 
Leitrim ; while of the Welsh stallions, 
one is located in Mayo, and four in Gal- 
way. Opinions differ widely as to the 
suitability of the hackney breed for 
congested districts, but, while the De- 
partment do not encourage this breed, 
they have not seen their way to deprive 
farmers In congested districts of all the 
sires located there by the Congested 
Districts Board. 


Payment of Army Officers through 
Banking Agents. 

Mr. ATHERLEY-JONES (Durham, 
N.W.): To ask the Secretary of State 
tor War whether, in view of the fact 
that the entire sum assigned in the grant 
for the pay of officers in the Army is paid 
over at monthly or other intervals to a 
private banking firm, constituted Army 
agents for this purpose, who disburse the 
pay to the individual officers, that the 
sum is paid to the agents out of the 
Treasury en bloc at some interval before 
it becomes payable to the individual 
officers, with the result of giving the 
agents the use and control of this public 
money during these periods, he will say 
under what authority this system origin- 
ated and is maintained; whether any 
‘Smilar or analogous system obtains in 
other Departments of the public service ; 
whether it has been brought to the 
attention of the War Office that the effect 
of constituting private bankers pay- 


masters of the Army officers is to give | 


one firm a practical monopoly of the 
banking business of officers in the Army ; 
and will he explain why the practice 
of the India Office and Admiralty is not 
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followed, whereby an officer can draw 
his pay personally or by power of attorney 
from a Government Department. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) The agents are only paid the 
money as it becomes due to the officers. 
The practice has been in force for very 
many years. It is maintained by the 
authority of the Secretary of State, with 
the sanction of the Treasury. The 
War Office is not aware of the practice 
of other Departments in the matter. 
There are three firms involved, not one. 
The practice has been maintained in the 
interests of the officers concerned. From 
July Ist any Army officer will be 
able to draw his pay either locally or 
through the agents as he prefers. Regi- 
mental officers can do so at present. 


Militia and Volunteer Submarine Miners: 

Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport): To 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether, having regard to his recent 
statement that all Militia and Volunteer 
submarine mining divisions in the United 
Kingdom were to be dispensed with, 
he is aware that recruiting for the same 
is still being carried on; and whether 
capitation grants are to be paid for the 
men so enrolled. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) Recruiting is still being carned 
on in certain cases, since there are duties 
in connection with our ports which can 
still be performed by these units. Capi- 
tation grants will be paid, when earned, 
according to the conditions which may 


be fulfilled. 


Quartering of Troops at Duncannon. 


Mr. FFRENCH (Wexford, S.): To 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he has received a memorial 


from the people of Duncannon and the 
surrounding district, asking for a return 
of the military to Duncannon station ; 
and whether, in view of the barrack 
accommodation and rifle range at Dun- 
cannon, he will accede to the wishes of 
the memorialists. 

| 
| (Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
| Forster.) The hon. Member was in- 
| formed last November that the memorial 
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mentioned had been received and that the | Tue SECRETARY or STATE for 
views of the memorialists as to the INDIA (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, (uild- 
quartering of troops at Duncannon | ford) : From January [st to the 
would receive full consideration in con- week ending April Ist inclusive the 
nection with any scheme involving the number of plague deaths was 471,744, 
redistribution of the troops in Treland. In April for the four weeks ending April | 
I have nothing further to add to this 29th the mortality was 215,961. Under 
information. _ arrangements lately made the plague ) 
Sons ‘mortality in each calendar month will be t 
reported to me by telegram, and I pro- : 
QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. pose to Communicate it regularly to the # 
Press for the present. The weekly Jj 
—_—— statements are notin a form suitable for | 
Pee _ the requirements of the Press, and they " 
Army Mobilisation Arrangements. 4... three weeks old when received. . 
Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheftield, W 
Central) : [begto ask the Secretary of State Treaty with the Afghan Ameer. ' 
for War if he can inform the House the) \rer. HERBERT ROBERTS: | beg to a 
proportion of field artillery and cavalry ask the Secretary of State for Indi, th 
held to be necessary for the effective when he will lay upon the Table a th 
mobilisation of every division of infantry translation of the Agreement recently J ™ 
12,000 strong; and if such proportion is concluded with the Ameer of Afghanistan, . 
‘available for the sixteen divisions of together with other Papers relating to by 
Volunteer infantry provided for service the Mission to Cabul. a” 
in emergency; and, if not, how many (3) 
field batteries and squadrons of horse Mp. BRODRICK: The Papers willbe J \* 
would be available if the Regular Army Jaid on the Table to-day and will be | fla 
was absent from Great Britain. distributed without unnecessary delay, of 
- sta 
Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to Beer Manufacture—Analysis of oe 
rHE WAR OFFICE (Mr. BromLey Ingredients. fall 
)aVENPORT?, Cheshire, Macclesfield): Two Dp. HUTCHINSON (Sussex, Rye): | an 
brigades of field artillery and one squadron | peg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exele- 
of cavalry form the proportion of field guer whether he can state the results « 
artillery and cavalry laid down for each the analvsis made by the officials of the 
division of Regular trcops for service [Inland Revenue during the past tw) \ 
abroad. Should the Regular divisions years ending April 30th, 1905, of all the J dee 
be absent abroad, brigades of field ingredients used in the manufacture of J the 
artillery would be available for such heer, including regenerators and yeas J ane 
Volunteer divisions as are proposed for food-, and whether the Inland Revenw § Nat 
home defence, and in the event of all the | officers have full knowledge of all the J car 
Regular cavalry being sent abroad, the substances used by brewers in the mam ff las 
Imperial Yeomanry would take their facture of beer; and will he state whar ff the 
place. penalties, if any, there are against tle Nati 
brewer for not making a full return ci 
Plague Mortality in India. all the materials he uses. Mw. 
Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- A the | 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary) THe CHANCELLOR or toe EXCHE- § ctin 
of State for India whether he will state QUER (Mr. Austen CHAMBERLAD, Jf (pj 
the number of deaths from plague in Worce-tershire, E.): During the ti Bf aboy 
India from January Ist, 1905, to the | years ended April 50th, 1905, the follo« had 
week ending April Ist last ; whether he | ng samples of m:terials used in brew Ff jor, 
will give the latest information in his | have been examined at the Governmett B -o.. 
possession as to the mortality from | Laboratory :—1,893 samples of malt, nee I 43 15 
plague during the month of April; and) and maize, in varicus forms, sug’ t Votes 
whether he will arrange for the publica- | glucose, Invert sugar, syrups, ete.; 2358 liabil; 
tion of the weekly tabular returns of | saniples of yeast foods, heading powdelsf of 4j, 
plague in the English newspapers. | and liquids, antacids, antiseptics, hoof £6.47 
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substitutes, etc. The object of the be set the reduction in the National Debt 

analysis of these samples was either the under other heads, namely— 

determination of the brewing value By terminable annuities in- 

lor revenue purposes, or to test thelr “cluded inthe Fixed Debt- 

purity, particularly as regirds freedom Charge - : , - 5.340.000 

from arsenic. The results of the analysis prom minor sources - - 300,000 

may be summarised as _ follows:—In And the repayment of Ex- 

1,972 — ——— Was — to chequer Bonds as ex- 

the articles of which samples were plained in my Budget 

examined. In seventy-nine cases the Statement z = - 4,000,090 
: ‘ a « yVUUY; 

a:ticles Submitted were not objected to, tae 

but the applicants were informed that Total reduction - £9,640,000 


the non-interference of the Board would 
not protect the user from any action 
which might be taken under the Foods 
nd Drugs Act. In the remaining eighty 
cases objection was raised to the use of 
the articles submitted on some one of 
the following grounds—(1) that the 
samples examined showed the presence 
of arsenic beyond the limit recommended 
by the Royal Commission on Arsenical 
Poisoning ; (2) the presence of copper 
(3) the presence of Quillaia bark or 
extract; or (4) that they were alcoholic 
flavouring essences. Inland Revenue 
officers have full knowledge of the sub- 
stances used by brewers for sale in the 
manufacture of beer. The penalty 
incurred by a brewer for not entering a 

full account in his brewing book of the 
materials used in brewing is £100. 


National Debt. 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of 
the Exchequer whether he can now give 
an estimate of the amount by which the 
National Debt will be increased in the 
current financial year by the liabilities 
classified as “other capital liabilities” in 
the Annual Returns relating to the 
National Debt. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: In 
the Budget Statement it was provisionally 
estimated that the issues required on 
Capital Account in 1905-6 would be 
about £9,000,000. Towards this sum we 
had in hand, as the result of surplus 
borrowings in 1904-5, £844,000. So the 
toss increase of liability would be 
48,156,000. But there is provided in the 
Votes for 1905-6 in reduction of existing 
liabilities £1.685,000. So the net increase 
of liabilities on this head would be 
46,471,000. Against this increase must 


Thus the net diminution in the agyre- 
gate liabi‘ities may be estimated at rather 
more than £5,000,000, 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: There 
must be some increase in Capital ex- 
penditure ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: Yes, 
roughly £6,500,000. 


Mr. McCRAE (Edinburgh, E.): Is it 
not the that the Sinking Fund 
provides for a reduction of £10,000,000 
yearly, whereas the actual reduction will 
be only £3,000,000 2 


case 


Mr AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 1 
really do not understand the object of 
that Question. As I have said, the net 
reduction will be a little over £3,000,0' 0. 

Mr. McCRAE: But does not the 
Sinking Fund provide for a reduction of 
£10,000,000 annually ? 


Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Notice 
had better be given of any further 
Question. 


Sr GEORGE BARTLEY (Islington, 
N.): We understand that the net result 
this year will be a reduction of the 
National Debt by £3,000,000 ? 


CHAMBERLAIN: 
,000,000. 


Me. AUSTEN 
Rather more than £3 


Admiralty Expenditure at Whale Island. 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: I beg 
to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
on what conditions, and by virtue of 
what authority, the sanction of the 
Treasury was given to the expenditure 
by the Admiralty, in the financia! year 
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ending 31st March, 1905, of a sum of 
£4,000 on buildings at Whale Jsland, not 
authorised by the Navy Estimates of 
that year. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 
Board of Admiralty represented to the 
Treasury, in January last, the urgency in 
the public interest of providing accom- 
modation at Whale Island for the 
instruction of naval lieutenants by the 
coming autumn, and the Treasury gave 
its assent accordingly. No excess on 
Navy Vote 10 for 1904-5 was entailed 
by the expenditure of £4,000 shown at 
page 155 of the current Navy Estimates, 
and consequently the authority of the 
Treasury was that governing the transfer 
of moneys between sub-head and sub- 
head of the same Vote. As the hon. 
Member is aware, the Estimate of Navy 
Vote 10 for the current year, which 
includes this service, has been passed in 
Committee of Supply. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: What 
authority had the Treasury for allowing 
the Admiralty to spend money for a 
service Lot provided for in last year’s 
Kstimates? Do the Treasury assume 
the right to authorise any Department 
to apply public mon»v for public services 
not sanctioned by the House ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 
Treasury has power, as the hon, Centle- 
man must know, to convey money voted 
under one sub-head for the Navy to 
another sub-head of the same Vote. 
That is the authority which we used. 


Mr. EXVMUND ROBERTSON: What 
T am asking is what authority the Trea- 
sury has when the House has not sane- 
tioned expenditure on a_ particular 
service to allow the Admiralty to spend 
money on it. Taking money from one 
sub-head and applying it to another is a 
totally different thing. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 
Treasury did it under the authority I 
have stated by transferring from one sub- 
head to another. In this particular 
case there was no money provision under 
the sub-head to which the transfer was 
made. The hon. and learned Gentleman 
must be aware from his experience as a 
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Civil Lord of the Admiralty that the 
Treasury does take the responsibility of 
sanctioning expenditure in anticipation 
of Parliamentary approval. 


Monastic and Conventual Institutions 
and Succession Duty. 


Mr. T. L, CORBETT (Down, N.): Ibeg 
to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether the property held by monastic 
and conventual institutions is made liable. 
to succession duty; and, if so, what 
amount has been so paid for the past 
financial year, 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: Itis 
impossible to give a full Answer to my 
hon. friend in reply to a Question 
Much depends upon the particular cir- 
cumstances of each case, But a full 
statement of the law and practice will be 
found in the Report of the Select Com- 
mittee on Conventualand Monastic Insti 
tutions of 1871 which was presided over 
by Mr. Villiers. No claims to exemption 
were received last year on the ground 
that property in respect of which duty 
was claimed was held on trust for mon- 
astic Institutions, and such claims would 
not be admissible if received; but it is 
impossible to distinguish the duty, if 
any, paid on such property within the 
lust twelve months from the duty 
received from other sources. 


Dog Duties—Compounding Fines. 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I beg tu 
ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether his attention has been drawn to 
a case in Islington in which the Inland 
Revenue authorities seek to impose a fine 
of 2s, 6d. on an individual against whom 
it was alleged he had not taken out his 
dog licence sufficiently early ; under what 
statute are the collectors authorised to 
levy such fines, and into what fund are 
they paid; and whether, in view of the 
fact that such proceedings are liable to 
abuse, he can see his way to put a stop 
to them. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : Th 
case is one of a kind very common under 
the practice of the Board, whereby, i 
virtue of the powers conferred by Section 
35 (1) of the Inland Revenue Regulation 
Act, 1890, offenders in the matter of dog 
I'cences are offered the opportunity of 
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paying a small fine as an alternative to 
appearing before the police magistrate. 
It is always open to an offender to elect 
this latter alternative, but, out of many 
thousands annually, the cases in which 
such election is made are relatively few. 
It may be inferred from this that the 
option of paying a fine is regarded as a 
privilege rather than as a hardship. The 
fines are paid into the Local Taxation 
Account. In the particular case to which 
the hon. Member has drawn my attention, 
the licence was not taken out until March 
“th, after the detection had been made. 
If, in circumstances, the offence 
were Wholly condoned, I am afraid that 
very few licences would be taken until 
the authorities had detected the default. 


such 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE (Antrim, N.): 
Does the regulation apply to the Inland 
Revenue in Ireland / 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : Dog 
licences in Ireland are on altogether a 
different footing. 


Mr. LOUGH: What is the total 
amount realised by these fines? Is the 
amount of each fine fixed by a particular 
oficer / Does the right hon, Gentleman 
not think that the practice is open to 
abuse ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
cannot tell the amount without notice. 
The amount is fixed in each case by the 
inland Revenue Department. The 
person from whom a fine is claimed has 
the alternative of a prosecution if he 
thinks that it is fixed arbitrarily and too 
high and he can go before the magistrates. 
But the fine obviously is a lesser penalty 
than the law imposes. 


Magistrates as Motorists. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, S.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the fact that at a 
special sitting of the county magistrates, 
at Andover, to hear the first batch of 
thirty summonses against motorists for 
driving to the common danger around 
Andover during the Easter Holidays, 
Captain Joh» Robert Stanford, of White 
Hatch and West Tilbury, a magistrate 
lor Wilts and Dorset, pleaded guilty to 
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driving a car at the rate of over thirty- 
seven miles an hour, and was fined £10 
and costs; and, if so, whether the atten- 
ton of the Lord Chancellor has been 
directed to the case with reference to the 
removal of this gentleman from the com- 
mission of the peace for two counties. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. AKERs- 
Douc as, Kent, St. Augustine’s): I have 
had no other intimation of this matter than 
that contained in the Question. I have 
mentioned the matter to the Lord Chan- 
cellor, who informs me that the cireum- 
stances of the case are not yet sufficiently 
before him to enable him to form any 
opinion, 


Parliamentary Agents —Messrs. 
Bircham & Co. 

Me. BENN (Devonport): I beg to ask 
the President of the Local Government 
Board whether he can other 
borough council clerks, for whom Messrs. 
Bircham and Company act as Parliamen- 
tary agents, receive, as in the Holborn 
331 per cent. of the profit charges ; 
and, if so, whether such payments are 
known to the public bodies concerned. 


s‘ate if 


Case, 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. GeraLp 
Baurour, Leeds, Central): I am not in 
possession of the information for which 
the hon. Member asks. 


Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich): Perhaps 
the right hon. Gentleman will take care 
that no circular is sent to the various 
local bodies asking them to give prefer- 
ence to this firm of Parliamentary agents 
because they are in the service of the 


Government ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR’S reply was 


inaudible. 


Poor Law School Children. 

Si WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Iikeston): I beg to ask the President of 
the Local Government Board if he will 
state the number of children at present 
maintained in the district and separate 
Poor Law schools of the Metropolis and of 
the provinces respectively. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: On the Ist 
January last, the latest date for which 
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information is at present available, there 
were 7,805 pauper children chargeable to 
Poor Law unions in London, and 4,329 
children chargeable to Poor Law unions 
in the rest of England and Wales, who 
were maintained in district and separate 
schools. 


Pathological Parcels by Post. 

Dr. HUTCHINSON: I beg to ask 
the Postmaster-General if he could 
see his way to rescind the regula- 
tion as to the compulsory registration 
of pathological material sent by post, 
and allow in its place some distinctive 
mark upon the envelope, 


Tue POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Lord 
Srantey, Lancashire, Westhoughton) : 
In view of the risk attending the trans- 
mission of pathological material by post 
it is important that special precautions 
should be taken. The regulation which 
requires that such material shall be 
registered is, in my opinion, a necessary 
one, and I regret that I cannot see my 
way to modify it. 


Dr. HUTCHINSON: Arising out of 
the Question I should like to call the 
right hon. Gentleman’s attention to the 
fact that something like half a million of 
these specimens were sent through the 
post during last year, and the law was 
not carried out, while no injury was 
caused to anybody. Is the mght hon. 
Gentleman aware that in consequence of 
post offices closing at 8 o’clock on Satur- 
day nights and not opening till 8 o’clock 
on Monday mornings, a great deal of 
inconvenience and even dancer is caused, 
and will he therefore reconsider the 
question. 


Lorp STANLEY: No, Sir. I think 
special precautions should be taken in the 
interests of the staff, and I am not pre- 
pared to modify the present arrange- 
ments, 


Ex-Soldiers and Sailors in the Postal 
Service. 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT: 
to ask the Postmaster- General if his 
attention has been called to the 
meeting at the Royal United Service 
Institution on May 16th, whereat com- 
plaint was made of the little employ- 


I beg 
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‘ment offered by Government [epart- 


ments to ex-soldiers and sailors of good 
character; and if he can state generally 
how many former soldiers and sailors are 
now in the employ of the (eneral 
Post Office, to how many permanent 
employment was given between April Ist, 
1904, and March 3lst, 1905, and to how 
many temporary employment was given, 


Lorp STANLEY: My attention has 
been called to the meeting at the Royal 
United Service Institution and to the 
complaint to which the hon. Member 
refers, and I have to say that there is 
clearly some misapprehension, In con- 
nection with the Return for which the 
hon. Member is as'ing full particulars 
will be obtained, but I may say at once 
that during the last financial year about 
1,000 ex-soldiers and sa:lors received 
Post Office appointments in the United 
Kingdom under Civil Service Certificates, 
in addition to a considerable number 
who were employed in various unestab- 
lished capacities. 


Sea Encroachment on the East Coast. 

Lieut.-CoLonEL TUFNELL (Essex, 
S.E.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Board of Trade whether he will grant an 
inquiry regarding the damage which is 
being caused to the eastern counties 
through the encroachment of the sea on 
the coast. 


THe PARLIAMENTARY  SECRE- 
TARY to tHe BOARD or TRADE 
(Mr. Bonar Law, Glasgow, Blackfriars): 
I regret that Iam not able to add any- 
thing to the reply given by the Prime 
Minister to the hon. Member for the 
Lowestoft Division of Suffolk on March 
30tht last. 


Customs Watchers’ Grievances. 


Mr. CAUSTON (Southwark, W.): ! 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether he will state what, if any, 
concessions he is prepared to make In 
answer to the petition of the Customs 
watchers. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY oF 


THE TREASURY (Mr. Vicror Cavey 
pisH, Derbyshire, W.): This matter 18 





t See (4) Debates, exliil., 1735. 
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still under my consideration, but I hope 
to be able to make a statement. thereon, 
if not before Whitsuntide, soon after. 


Mr. CAUSTON: I shall repeat the 
Question this day week, with special 
reference to the appeal of the upper 
section with regard to pensions. 


Ir. VICTOR CAVENDISH: I will do 
the best I can to get the information 
asked for. 


Solar, Eclipse Expedition. 

siz WILLIAM TOMLINSON  (Pres- 
ton): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury whether the Government are 
intending to take any steps to secure for 
the public benefit a record of any scien- 
tific observations of the forthcoming 
t tal solar eclipse on the August 50th next. 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: Yes, 
Sir. An expedition is being sent out at 


Government expense to make obser- 
vations. 

Sin WILLIAM TOMLINSON: Where 
is it going 4 

Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: I be- 


lieve to Moroce). 


Communication between Parliament 

Buildings and Westminster Hospital. 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
I beg to ask the hon. Member for Chor- 
ley, as representing the First Com- 
missioner of Works, whether, in view of 
the fact that on the physical disablement 
of any Member of Parliament there is at 
present no means of summoning im- 
mediate professional aid other than the 
services of any hon. Member connected 
with the medical profession who may 
happen to be on the premises, he 
can make a statement as to erecting a 
telephone to Westminster Hospital, 
and as to the intention of the Treasury 
to make an adequate money grant to the 
hospital to secure prompt medical 
assistance in the House when needed, 


Lorp BALCARRES (Lancashire, Chor- 
ley): JI am able to inform the hon. 
Member that telephonic communication 
with the Westminster Hospital was 
arranged on Friday last. The Post 
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Office will make the connection early this 
week, The last part of the Question 
is one for my hon, friend the Secretary 
t> the Treasury. 


British School at Shaw, Lancashire. 

Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Board of 
Education whether he is aware that the 
British elementary school at Shaw, in 
Lancashire, has (as was stated by the 
managers in their application for a final 
order, dated November 7th, 1903) been 
heretofore carried on as a non-sectarian 
school, the religious instruction in which 


has been undenominational, and not 
superintended by any clergyman; and 


that the vicar and other present managers 
of the school have recently publicly an- 
nounced that the Catechism and Collects 
of the Church of England will be hence- 
forth taught in the school; and whether, 
having regard to the character the 
school has hitherto borne, and t> the 
fact that it is the only undenominational 
school out of the six schools in the 
district, the Board of Educition propose 
to take any such action as is open to 
them to prevent the religious instruc- 


tion given in the school from being 
denominational. 
THe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 


TARY tro rake BOARD or EDUCATION 
(Sir Witt1am Anson, Oxford University): 
The Shaw British School has been a 
voluntary school in private ownership, 
and has, it is believed, been recently 
acquired by purchase from its previous 
owners. The character of the religious 
instruction given in a voluntary school 
is under the control of the managers, and 
no new order for foundation managers is 
applied for in this case. I understand 
that it is contended that the transfer of 
a voluntary school under thes: condi 
tions constitutes the provision of a new 
school within the meaning of Sections 8 
and 9 of the Education Act, 1902, and I 
am proposing to receive a deputation on 
the subject, 


Sneem Steamboat Service. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that, in consequence of the with- 
drawal of the Clyde Shipping Company’s 
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steamer from Sneem, the winkle industry, | 
which during the previous season resulted 
in the earning of over £300 by families | 
in the district, has been completely 
destrcyed ; and whether, in view of the | 
citect of the agreement made between 
the Congested Districts Board and the | 
railway company, the clause by which | 
the Board has bound itself not to grant a | 
subs'dy to any shipping company for the 
next five vears will be cancelled. 





THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Watrer Lone, Bristol, 8.) : 
The Board have no information that the 
fact is as stated in the first inquiry. 
I have already given the reasons why 
the agreement between the Board and 


the railway company cannot be with- 
drawn, The object of this agreement 


was to obtain favourable railway rates | 
upon the withdrawal of the subsidised 
steamship service, and that object has 
been attained, 


Mr. BOLAND: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman direct an inquiry into the 
industries destroyed by the action of the 
Congested Districts Board ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: No, Sir. I 
cannot see that an inquiry is necessary. 
The Board have made the best arrange- 
ment they could. 


Mr. BOLAND: But the public opinion 


of the whole county condemns the 
arrangement. 
Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): What object 


is gained, seeing you have destroyed an 
industry and done great injury to a whole 
district ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: We secured 
special arraigements with regard to rail- 
way rates, 


Insurance of Kerry Fishing Boats. 

Mr. BOLAND: T beg to ask the) 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he can state in how | 
many individual c’ses the scheme issued 


some months ago by the Congested 
Districts Board for the insurance of | 


fishing boats has been taken advantage 
of in the fishing districts of the county | 
Kerry. 
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Mr. WALTER LONG: 


only, so far. 


In one case 


Mr. BOLAND: 
is too high ? 


Is it because the rate 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I believe itis 
because the arrangement has only been 
in force a short time. I do not think 


‘there ts any allegation that the rates are 
too high. 


Irish Agricultural Department 
Veterinary Branch. 


Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, 


College 


Green): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he can explain why certain 


competent clerks in the veterinary branch 
of the Agricultural Department have been 
deprived of all hope of promotion, and, 
more than ten years service, are 
limited to a pract.cally stationary salary 
of £95 a year, whilst other persons of less 
experience and not superior in qualifi- 
cation have been brought in at much 
higher salaries to do the same class of 
work. 3. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The facts are 


| precisely the reverse of what 1s stated in 


the Question. On the 11th instant + IL in- 
formed the hon. Member that these 
clerks are on the scale of salary proper 
to the grade to which they belong, that 


is to say, a scale increasing by annual 
increments up to £150 a year. 
Mr. NANNETTI: In view of this 


public scandal will the right hon. Gentle- 
man order an inquiry 4 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I do not think 
there is any ground whatever for an 
inquiry. 


Cost of Suppressing the Carrowkeel 
Meeting. 
Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN (Galway) : I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland to state how 


/many county and district inspectors were 


in charge of the constabulary sent to 


| suppress a meeting at Carrow keel, county 
| Galway, on April ‘Both ; 


their names and 


the districts to which they belong; and 


i if he will state the total cost connected 


} See page 33. 
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with the constabulary, directly or in- 
directly, connected with the Carrowkeel 
meeting. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Four ; namely, 
County Inspector Lopdell, of Galway, 
W.R., and District Inspectors Glasgow 
of Clifden, Egan of Oughterard, and 
Spier of Spiddal. The total cost is about 
£100, 


Proclamation of the Carrowkeel Meeting. 

Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN: [I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland who was the 
resident magistrate who issued the 
proclamation forbidding a __ political 
meeting at Carrowkeel, county Galway, 
on April 30th; upon what information he 
proceeded and the grounds upon which 
ie took action; when was the proclama- 
tion issued; and if, before issue of the 
proclamation, the facts upon which the 
magistrate acted were submitted to the 
Government, 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The proclama- 
tion wes issued by Mr. Bell, resident 
mag strate, on April 29th. It was based 
on at information sworn by the district 
iuspector of police, referring to the 
placards convening the meeting, which 
called on the people to assemble in their 
thousands and show by their presence 


that a certain farm must be divided 
among the people. The remainder of 
the information was to the purport 


and effect that the object and effect of 
the meeting, if held, would be intimida- 
tion, ard that the meeting would cause 
« breach of the peace. The reply to the 
concluding inquiry is in the affirmative. 


Alleged Police Violence at the Carrow- 
keel Proclaimed Meeting. 


Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that violence was used upon Mr. 
Thomas Higgins, J.P., at the proclaimed 
meeting at Carrowkeel on April 20th 
list; that without provocation on his 
part he was seized by six constables and 
thrown over a stone wall; that at the 
same meeting Councillor Kennedy, of 
Dunmore, was seized by several con- 
stables and thrown to the ground; and 
that other acts of violence were per- 
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' petrated; and wnuether such conduct on 


the part of the constabulary has been 
sanctioned by the Government. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: No violence— 
properly so-called. --was used to either of 
the gentlemen named, but only sufficient 
force was exerted to prevent the pro- 
claimed meeting from being held. The 
hon, Member himself and Mr. Higgins, 
followed by a crowd of 200 persons, in- 
cluding Mr. Kennedy, were stopped by the 
police when nearing Carrowkeel. The 
county inspector informed them that no 
meeting would be allowed. Mr. Higgins 
attempted to force his way through the 
police, and, on being prevented, jumped 
over a low wall into a field and com- 
menced to address the people. He 
refused to desist, and was then pushed 
on by a constable, whereupon he jumped 
back into the road, and the crowd 
returned by the way they had come. 
Mr. Higgins was not thrown over a wall, 
nor was Mr, Kennedy thrown to the 
ground. The action of the police on the 
occasion received the approval of the 
Government. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
Can the right hon. Gentleman inform 
the House what the Irish Government's 
definition of violence, ‘“‘ properly js8o- 
called,” is? And will he say whether 
anything short of breaking a man’s 
skull is considered violence ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The meaning 
of that sentence is that the police had 
orders to prevent the meeting from 
being held, and I am informed that they 
used no violence in carrying out their 
orders, But they compelled those who 
tried to hold the meeting to desist. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Did the 
right hon. Gentleman take any steps to 
get independent testimony as to jthe 
action of the police; or is the reportjon 
wh ch he has based his approval of the 
action of the police the report of the 
police themselves ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: No, Sir;ythe 
only information I have is that given 
to me by the police who were responsible. 
I have read other accounts, and I have 
no reason to believe that the police 
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departed from their strict duty in the 
matter, oF gave an inaccurate account of 
what occurred, 


Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN: They did 


throw this man violently over the fence. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: Could 
not the right hon. Gentleman have 
consulted the hon. Member for Galway 
in this House? Does he not think it 
worth while, before taking the word of 
the police, to consult a Member of this 
House who is on an equal footing with 
himself in this House ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: That is & most 
astonishing Quest‘on. The hon. Member 
for Galway is the complainant in the 
matter. [NATIONALIST cries of “ And the 
police are the defendants.”] All I can 
do;'s to give to the House the informa- 
tion I have received. I have no reason 
to doubt the accuracy of the information 
T have given. 


Carratn DONELAN (Cork, E.): Is it 
proposed to suppress the expression of 
public opinion in Ireland ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Judging by 
recent events, I should say certainly not. 


South of Ireland Fisheries. 
DgMr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg to 
ask jthe Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, in view 
of the fact that the herring fishing 
season does not open in the majority of 
English and Manx fishing grounds before 
the months of June or July, and in view 
of the fact that large quantities of 
immature mackerel are captured by 
herring boats off the south coast of 
Ireland in the months of April and May, 
to the injury of the mackerel fishing and 
curing industry, and that the evidence 
given before the public inquiry in 1892 
proved that large quantities of small and 
unsaleable haak are also captured by 
herring nets in these months, the Fisheries 
Branch of the Department of Agriculture 
will take steps to hold an inquiry into 
the complaints made by the fishermen of 
the south and south-west coast of Ireland 
regarding the injury caused to the 
mackerel and haak fishing industries by 
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the practice of herring fishing at an : arly 
season of the year. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: As 1 have 
already informed the hon. Member, this 
matter formed the subject of an exhaus- 
tive inquiry in 1892, since when the 
situation has not, so far as the Depart- 
ment are aware, been changed in any 
way. It is therefore considered that no 
good purpose would be served by holding 
a further inquiry. 


Mr. FLYNN: In vi-wof the fact that 
the inquiry was held thirteen years ago, 
when the vast majority of fishing boats 
did not engage in this work—except a 
small number of Scottish boats—will not 
the right hon. Gentleman, bearing in 
mind the responsibility of the Irish Board, 
hold another inquiry now ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Irish 
Board fully appreciate their responsibility, 
and see no change in the situation such 
as would make an inquiry desirable. 
But if the hon. Gentleman is in possession 
of any facts which he thinks alter the 
position, I shall be very gla to consider 
them. 


Mr. FLYNN: I will raise the question 
on the Vote for the Congested Districts 
Board. 


Allotments for Irish Herds. 

CoLoneEL NOLAN (Galway, N.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if the Estates 
Commissioners, when purchasing grass 
farms, always consider the case of the 
herds on the farms; and if he could 
state, even roughly, how “many herds 
have been made proprietors, and how 
much land, on an average, such herd 
has obtained. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Com- 
missioners endeavour to provide for herds 
when allotting parcels of the untenantel 
lands upon which they have been 
employed, provided they come within the 
classes of pe‘sons entitled to advances. 
It is estimated roughly that about 
thirty-seven herds have been so provided 
for. The area allotted to each varies In 
accordance with the quality of the land 
and the size of the farm upon which the 
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herd has been employed. Approximately 
the acreage varies from sixteen to twenty 
acres, and the average purchase money 
would be about £500. 


Irish Agrarian Returns, 

Me. MACVEAGH (Down, &.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state what is the intention of, and what 
object is served by, issuing periodical 
Parliamentary Returns of Agrarian 
Offences in Ireland; and whether, in 
view of the fact that no such Return is 
issued for England, Scotland, or Wales, 
he will take steps to discontinue it. 


Me. WALTER LONG: These Annual 
Returns are furnished for the information 
of Parliament. They have been so 
furnished for a great many years, and it 
is not intended to discontinue them. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Why are these Re- 
turns made for Ireland and not for 
England, Scotland, and Walés? What is 
the object 2 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Ido not know. 
I will inquire. 


Terms of Irish Land Purchase. 

Mr, FLAVIN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Tre- 
land whether he can state the number of 
years purchase paid by a tenant under the 
Purchase Act of 1896 who bought his hold- 
ing at a reduction of 20 per cent.on the 
rental; and whether he can state the 
number of years purchase paid by a 
tenant under the Act of 1903 who bought 
his holding at 20 per cent, reduc ion on 
rental. 


Me. WALTER LONG: In the case 
of a purchase under the Land Purchase 
Acts, 1891 to 1896, when the annuity 
amounted to 20 per cent. less than the 
rent, the purchase money represented 
twenty years purchase ofthe rent. In the 
case of’a purchase under the Act of 1903, 
the purchase money, under the same 


conditions, represents a little over 
twenty-four and a-half vears purchase 
of the rent. 

Mr. FLAVIN said the hard,, fact | 


remained that the average price of land | 
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hud been raised from seventeen years to 
twenty-four years purchase. 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): Does the twenty-four years 
include the bonus ? 


Mr. KILBRIDE (Kildare, S.): No, 
the bonus is added. 


Rural District Councillors as Teachers. 

Mr. O7KELLY (Mayo, N.); I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will state 
whether any disquilification attaches to 
rural district councillors, otherwise quali- 
fied, from acting as teachers in evening 
national schools. 


Me. WALTER LONG: T have nothing 
to add to the reply which I gave to the 
hon. Member’s similar Question of the 3rd 
instant.} 


Sunday Football in Ireland. 


Mr. SLOAN, (Belfast, S.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that, for a considerable time past 
and especially on the 14th instant, the 
Gaelic footballers of Coalisland and 
Cookstown have paraded on Sundays 
through Tullyhogue, Grange, and 
Stewartstown, and fired revolvers to the 
annoyance of the inhabitants attending 
Divine service ; and what action, if any, 
does he propose to take in order to avoid 
similar occurrences in future. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: On two Sun- 
days within the past three months a 
football team from Cookstown has pro- 
ceeded to Coalisland, and two return 
visits, alsoon Sundays, have been paid 
by the Coalizland team. On one of these 
occasions the latter team sang a Party 
song when passing Stewartstown Pro- 
testant Church. On another occasion 
the Cookstown team sang’ Party songs, 
and it is alleged that a shot was fired by 
a member of the team near Tullvhogue, 
but of the latter occurrence the police 
have no evidence, I understand that on 
the one side games on Sundays are ob- 
jected to, while on the other the situation 
is aggravated by Party displays in hostile 
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Icealities. The police will take all 
necessary measures for preserving the 
peace, and for preventing any interfer- 
ence with Divine service. 


Gaelic Footballers Sunday Visit to Clonoe, 

Mr. SLOAN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland what were the number of extra 
police or those doing extra duty and the 
cost, in consequence of the Gaelic 
footballers visit to Clonoe, on Sunday 
the 14th instant; and will the charge 
be levied on the district. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The _ police 
emploved on this occasion belonged to 
the district, and no extra was 
involved, 


cost 


Balbriggan Harbour. 


Mr. CLANCY (Dublin County, N.):| 


I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lievtenant of Ireland whether he 
has received from the Dublin Port and 
Docks Board any statement regarding 
the necessity of immediately dredging 
Balbriggan Harbour; and, if so, whether 
he has arrived at any conclusion on the 
subject. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Port and 
Docks Board applied to me fora grant 
to maintain, improve, and enlarge the 


accommodation of this harbour, and I was | 
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a Question put to him on June I4th,+ 
19)4, by the hon. Member for West Cork 
relative to the action of the police at 
this eviction. I presume my hon. friend’s 
Question has reference to a statement 
which was recently published in the 
Press to the effect that on the same 
occasion ‘‘ men’s heads were split with 
batons, women were violently assaulted, 
and a man was stabbed.” Iam informed 
that considerable opposition and _resist- 
ance were offered to the sheriit and his 
assistants, all of whom were. struck 
' several times by missiles, and that an 
| inmate of one of the houses used a pitch- 
fork, which was wrenched from him by a 
sergeant of police. In the scuffle the 
man received a scratch on the cheek 
from one of the prongs of the fork; the 
injury was trifling. This is the only 
foundation for the statement to which | 
have referred, and which in _ other 
respects is absolutely and entirely untrue. 


Mr. FLAVIN: How is it it has taken 
twelve months to get this remarkable 
information ? 





Mr. WALTER LONG: I have said 
mv right hon. friend the Member for 
Dover dealt with it in 1904. 


Mr. MACVEAGH : How was the right 
‘hon Gentleman able to read the thoughts 
of the hon. Member for South Antrim. ? 


obliged to express my regret that there | 


were no funds at the disposal of the Gov- | 
ernment out of which such a grant could | 


be made. 


Mr. CLANCY : Will not the right hon. 


Gentleman provide funds ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: It is not in 


my power. 


Rossmacowen Eviction. 

Mr. CHARLES CRAIG (Antrim, 8.) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
has any official information as to the 
conduct of the police at an eviction at 
Rossmacowen, on the Clinton Estate, 
county Cork, some twelve months ago. 


Mr. WALTER LONG : My right hon. 
friend the Member for Dover replied to 


Mr. WALTER LONG: fF did not. I 
read what I gathered in the Press. 


| 

| Dursey Island Eviction. 

| Mr. CHARLES CRAIG: I beg to ask 
|the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
| tenant of Ireland whether, at the recent 
/eviction on Dursey Island, James Leary 
| was stabbed by a policeman with a 
/bayonet; and whether he has yet 
| received a report on the conduct of the 
police on that occasion, 


Mr. WALTER LONG: [have received 
'a full report of the proceedings on the 
| occasion mentioned. 
| to wrest a rifle from a head constable, 


| and in so doing his hand was cut by the 
| backsight or foresight of the rifle; but 


t+ See (4) Debates, exxxvi., 26. 
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there is no truth whatever in the state- 
ment that Leary was stabbed with a 


bayonet. Bayonets were not fixed. 
Carrain DONELAN: Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that on this 


occasion one of the islanders jumped into 
the sea and swam ashore to the mainland 
in order, to escape the violence of the 
police ¢ 


*Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN asked 
whether the great Naval Powers of the 
world were informed by the Admiralty of 
the great victory of the British Fleet in 
victing old Healy on Dursey Island 
without loss of life, or injury to the 
“Storm Cock.” 


(No Answer was returned. ] 


Morley Estate. County Cavan —Turbary 
Rights. 

Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY (Cavan, 
W.) : [ beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he is aware that the tenants on the 
Morley Estate, county Cavan, were to be 
supplied with turbary, and that the 
holdings were to be inspected according 
tothe terms of sale; and will he say if 
there has been any alteration in these 
attangements. ¥ 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Neither the 
originating application nor the agree- 
ments for purchase make any reference 
toa supply of turbary. The Com- 
missioners are aware that there is turbary 
on the estate, and the question of a 
supply for the tenants will be considered 
bythem. All cases which do not come 
within the provisions of Section 1 (a) and 
(b) will be duly inspected and reported 
on. 


Morley Estate Purchase Agreements. 

Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY: 
ask, the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland what is the number 
offpurchase agreements which have been 
lodged in the Morley Kstate, 
Uavan; if advances have been sanctioned 
in any cases; and, if so, how many, with | 
the date of the 
advance. 
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I beg to , 


county | 
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Mr. WALTER LONG : 589 agreements 
for purchas? have been lodged, but an 
advance has not yet been sanctioned in 
any case, 


Poundage Rates on Irish Land Payments. 

Mr. BOLAND: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord - Lieutenant of 
Treland whether he is aware that in 
country districts where there is no bank 
tenants who have purchased their hold- 
ings are compelled to pay poundage rates 
onthe postal orders by which payment 
of their purchase instalments are made; 
and whether he will take steps to relieve 
them of this impost. 


Mr. WALTER LONG : When atenant 
purchaser remits the instalment of his 
purchase money by means of a money 
order, of course he pays the usual Post 
Office charges, which range from 2d. for 
£1 up to 6d. for a £20 order. The latter 
(Juestion is one for the postal authorities. 


Moneymore Disturbances. 

Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether Captain 
Walsh, R.M., reported to the Inspector- 
General, or any of his superiors, the 

- L > 
undertaking admitted by him in evidence, 
at Moneymore Petty Sessions, county 
Derry, to have been made with four local 
Orangemen, that certain contingents of 
Nationalists attending Nationalist 
demonstration at Loop, county Derry, 
should not be allowed to pass through 
Moneymore; and, if so, whether such 
undertaking was Sanctioned; whether 
in the four days between this compact 
and the demonstration, these contingents 
were informed of this decision; and, if 
so, by whom; and whether, seeing that 
some members of these contingents who 
had to pass through Moneym re to reach 
their homes received injuries from a 
baton charge, that Nationalist proces- 


‘sions have repeatedly passed through 


Moneymore without disturbance, and that 
Captain Creaghe, R.M., in giving judg- 
ment, said that, until the interference of 
the police, the procession was orderly, he 


sunct oning “a such | will say what action the Government pro- 
| poses t> take. 
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Mr. WALTER LONG: Asa necessary 
precaution to preserve peace and order, 
it was decided, with the sanction of the 
Government, that no Nationalist proces- 
sion should be allowed to pass through 
Moneymore on this occasion save those 
on whose direct route it lay to and from 
the meeting. Moneymore is mainly 
inhabited by persons of the opposite 
Party, and the passage of Nationalist pro- 
cessions through it has frequently been 
accompanied by the breaking of windows 
and other disturbances. Captain Welch 
did not report the undertaking referred 
to in the first part of the Question, 
because such an undertaking was not 
given; but he informed four representa- 
tives of the local Orange lodge of the 
decision which had Leen arrived at. The 
Nationalist contingents from Lissan and 
Moneymore passed through the village 
without hindrance on their way to the 
meeting, Later in the day the police 
learnt that a party from Loop were 
accompanying the Lissan and Money- 
more party towards Moneymore, though 
it was three miles out of their direct 
road home, and warning was at once 
sent to them that the Loop party would 
not be allowed to pass through Money- 
more. The warning was disregarded. 
The police blocked the way and repeated 
the warning, but they were rushed and 
attacked by the entire procession. A 
baton charge was ordered, but not until 
injuries had been inflicted on the dis- 
trict inspector and others of the police. 
Some of the Lissan party, who were the 
first to attack the police, were hurt. 
Mr. Creaghe, in giving judgment, said 
that the Lissan and Moneymore pro- 
cession was orderly until joined by the 
Loop party, when the three parties 
seemed to have turned into a very 
riotous, improper assembly. The steps 
taken by the Government were abso- 
lutely necessary for the preservation of 
the public peace. The Government do 
not propose to take any further action. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Did not Mr. Walsh 
in his evidence state that he did give 
this undertaking ? 

Mr. WALTER LONG: 
formed he did not. 

Mr. MACVEAGH: He swore he did, 

Really the right hon. Gentleman should 


I am in- 
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make sure of his facts before ansWering 
a Question. 


Ballinlonghane, Galway, Fishery. 
Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that, from time immemorial, the 
people of Ballinlonghane, Galway, have 
earned their living by fishing close to the 
village; that recently bailiffs have for- 
bidden them to cast their nets there any 
longer, claiming such right solely for the 
owner of the Galway fishery: and that 
the nets belonging to Michael Joyce, 
Martin Joyce, and Thomas Corcoran were 
seized: and whether he will stop these 
proceedings, and restore to the people 

the rights of fishing so long enjoyed. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: T am in- 
formed that these nets were seized by 
bailiffs of the Board of Conservators, 
not upon the ground that the rights of 
any private fishery were encroached on. 
but because the nets were unlicensed and 
set in an illegal manner. I understand 
that the Conservators are considering the 
question ofa prosecution. The matter is 
not one for the Executive to deal with, 
If the rights of the fishermen have been 
invaded, they have their remedy at law. 


Galway Harbour Loan. 

CoLtonEL NOLAN: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland if the Board of Works is 
specially in charge of Galway Harbour 
owing to a still undischarged loan; 
and, in view of the fact that the en- 
trance to the harbour is now somewhat 
impaired, he will say if the Board of 
Works or the harbour master have 
received any communication showing that 
the harbour is becoming difficult of access 
for vessels of 3,000 tons, even when these 
have been lightened in the roadstead ; 
and whether the Board of Works will 
soon take steps to improve the Galway 
entrance, either by procuring the dredger 
connected with the Agricultural Depart- 
ment or by other means. 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: The Board 
of Works have appointed a Receiver to 
collect the revenues of Galway Harbour, 
and ail financial arrangements are subject 
to their approval as mortgagees. The 





Vis 
ut 
the 
Or 

tin 
ten 
the 
Ser’ 
aD) 
Vac 
hua 


fict 
by 

d *p) 
offic 
that 








3c 


nd 
he 


18 


el} 
v. 


Joard 
er to 
‘our, 
bject 

The 


81 


(Questions. 


upkeep of the harbour is in the hands of 
its Commissioners. It is known that the 
entrance of the harbour needs dredging, 
but the Board of Works have not received 
a communication stating that access was 
difficult for vessels of 3,000 tons. As 
regards the last portion of the hon. and 
gallant Member’s Question. I would refer 
him to my reply to the hon, Member for 
Galway City. 


Limerick Post Office—Wage Scale. 

Mr. JOYCE (Limerick): I beg to ask 
the Postmaster-General whether he will 
explain why the maximum salary at the 
Limerick Post Office was reduced from 


50s. per week to 4Xs., seeing that the | 


Bradford Report recommends that the 
salary at this office be increased ; and will 
he say if he has received a petition from 
the local staff. 


Lorp STANLEY: The scale rising to 
0s. a week is now obsolete, but officers 
at Limerick appointed before April Ist will 
retain that maximum. I have received 
a memorial from the staff, and I am 
having inquiry made as to whether the 
next higher scale rising to 52s. a week is 
warranted. 


Male Learners in the Limerick Post Office. 

Me. JOYCE: I beg to ask the Post- 
master-CGeneral whether he is aware that 
there are seven learners in’ the 
Limerich Post Office with services ranging 
irom two years eight months to one 
year teu months ; can he say when these 
who enterelin August, 1902, and who are 
acting as temporary force pending  re- 
vision will be appointed; whether he 
tends to compensate these learners for 
the time they are waiting appointment, 
or will their appointment date from the 
time it was necessary to create the 
temporary force ; and whether, as regards 
the learners with twenty-two months 
service, he can hold out any prospect of 
appointment for them, other than the 
Vacancies that may arise from superan- 
luation, dismissal, or death, 


male 


Lorpv STANLEY: I am aware of the 
ficts, which are substantially as stated 
by the hon. Member. As the revision 
depends on the occupation of a new 
ofice and other contingencies, I regret 
that T am unable at present to state when 


VOL, CXLVI. [Fourrn Series.) 





{22 May 1905} 


(Juestions. 982 


the learners acting as sorting clerks and 
telegraphists will be appointed. In the 
meantime, however, they receive an 
acting allowance which is in excess of 
their pry as learners, and I do not pro- 
pose to give them further compensation 
or to date their appointments from the 
beginning of their temporary employment. 
Tne senior Limerick learner is at present 
No. 9on the district list for employment 
at other offices. When the Limerick 
learners reich the top of the list there 
may be opportunities of offering them 
appointments at other towns. 


Galway Harbour Loans. 

Me. CHARLES DEVLIN: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury if 
he will state the amount advanced, by 
way of loan, by the Board of Works to 
the Galway Harbour Commission; the 
year in which such loan was made; the 
amount of interest to date collected on 
such loan; the rate of interest charged ; 
the amount of loan still due. 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH : (1) Loan 
of £24,000, sanctioned June Ist, 1832, 
interest 4 per cent. This loan was com- 
muted under 30 and 31 Vie., cap. 56, the 
sum of £9,322 14s. 10d. principal, and 
£1,949 13s. 7d. interest being remitted, 
making a total remission of £11,272 8s. 5d. 
The commuted debt £10,000 was made 
repavable in fi'ty years at 3} per cet. 
The interest pruid on the commuted loan 
to Mareh Sist, 1905, amounts to 
£9,461 8s. 7d., and the principal now out- 
standing is £4,291 8s. 7d. (2) Loan of 
£28,100 sanctioned August 20th, 188), 
rate of interest 4 perce it., period twenty- 
five vears. Interest paid to March 3lst, 
1905, £14,537 4d., principal out- 
standing £12,175 14s. 94. (3) Loan of 
£8,200 sanctioned Mirch 13th, 1283, 
rate of interest 4 per cent., period twenty- 
five years. Interest paid £4,261 18s. 3d., 
principal outstanding £4,114 4s. 2d. 


De 
=S. 


Galway Harbour—The Government 
Dredger, 

Me. CHARLES DELVIN: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasary whether, in 
view of the announcement that the 
Tralee Harbour Board expect to be 
through with the dredger by the Ist of 
August, and the fact that the need for 
dredging at the entrance to the new dock 
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of Galway is pressing, and that the | put this Question down to the Secretary 
Galway Harbour Commissioners have | for War for another day. 

been making representations on the 
subject to the Board of Works for years,| Str HOWARD VINCENT: I will 
he will place the dredger at the disposal | raise the question on the Motion for 
of the Galway Harbour Commissionearly | the adjournment for the Whitsuntide 
in August. holidays. 





Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: The The Scottish Churches Dispute. 
dredger is engaged during the whole of | Mr. BRYCis: I beg to ask the First 
the present year, but the Board of Works Lord of the Treasury whether he can 
are endeavouring to make arrangements | now inform the House on what day he 
to render it available for use at Galway | proposes to introduce the Bill which has 
as soon as possible next year, and they been promised for dealing | with the 
are in correspondence with the Harbour difficulties that have arisen in Scotland 


Commissioners on the subject. in connection with the property of the 
Free Chureh and the United Free 
Next of Kin of Late Helen Blake. = Church. 


Mr. OPKELLY: eg ask the WIT 
itiners: en biel Se Te ee 
Secretary to the Treasury if any sum of 
money was allowed from any source for | 
» prosecution of inquiries as t OX | xerace : 

the prosecution nqu 7 is o the NeX* | Whitsuntide. but short of that general 
of kin of the late Helen Blake; if so, by Br a : 
ied ’ | statement I do not think IT can give any 
whom these inquiries were conducted, | me ; ; 
| precise information on the subject of the 
where they were held, and when; and | ; 
; -- | Question, 
what was the total sum expended, if) 

any. | ve . 
iti | Mr. BRYCE: T suppose the right hon. 
| Gentlema” is aware that great Impatience 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: No/ yey Reteriag ae AAR P 
on this subjec: exists in Scotland / 

sum of money has been allowed from any | 
source for the prosecution of inquiries as 


to the next of kin of the late Helen; Mk. A. J. BALFOUR : Oh, yes; Tam 
Blake. aware of that impatience, and I think 


ithe anxiety on the subject is _ well 
| justified, but IT doubt whether time 
would really be gained by modifying the 
general outlin» of policy. 


previously sil, T have every expectation 
of being able to introduce this Kill before 


Volunteers and Imperial Defence. 

Sin HOWARD VINCENT: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury if the | 
Committee of Imperial Defence has had | 
under consideration the co itinuance of | 
the state of affairs declared to exist in : : 
1900, that there was no effective organisa- could the neht hon, Gentlem in not 
tion for the utilisation of the Volunteers, | #?nze to have — Bill introduced 
notwithstanding the recommendations to | WHtl+ they are st.ll in session ¢ 
that end of the Duke of Norfolk’s Com- | 
mission in June last; and what steps it} Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: | am aware 
is proposed to take in the matter. that the General Assemblies of the 

| Presbyterian Churches in Scotland meet 

Tur PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST | this week, and that Was one of the 
LORD or tHe TREASURY (Mr. A. J. | teasons why I thought it might not be 
Batrour, Manchester, E.): I think it | desirable to introduce the Bill during 
would be desirable that any Question deal- | thelr session. 
ing with the organisation of the Volun- | 
teers or of any other military force should 
be addressed to the Secretary for Warand| Mr. LOUGH: I beg to ask the First 
not to the Chairman of the Committee | Lord of the Treasury whether, having 
of Defence, with whom the matter does | regard to the character of his proposals 
not rest. Perhaps my hon. friend will! for Imperial defence and the growing 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, If.) : As 


the General Assemblies meet this week 


Naval and Military Expenditure. 
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opinion in favour of large reductions in 
the national expenditure to enable the 


{22 May 


country to meet its liabilities, he can see | 


his way to undertake that the Govern- 
ment shall reconsider the outlay proposed 
in the Kstimates for the present year, 
and so initiate Steps to relieve distress 
and abate the growing discontent. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: TI think the 
hon, Gentleman has put this Question 
under a misapprehension. In the opinion 
of the Government the Estimates of the 
year are not in any excess of the national 
requirements ; and I am sorry to say that 
the general lines of defensive policy 
which I endeavoured to sketch last 
Thursday do not, to my mind, hold out 
any hope of a reduction of the important 
kind which appeared in our debate on 
naval expenditure, 


Me. LOUGH: Might not expenditure 
on capital account be somewhat modified 
in view of the declarations made 2 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Gentleman has not seen our proposals for 
capital expenditure as yet. The Bill has 
not been brought in. 


The Colonial Conference. 

Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barnstaple) : 
Ibeg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
Whether, 1f the present Government is 
still in office at the time of the holding 
of the Colonial Conference in 1906, it is 
their intention to authorise the British 
representatives to discuss with the 
colonial representatives the question of 
mutual preferential trading between the 
mother country and the Colonies, 


Mr. A, J. BALFOUR: The subject 
has not yet been considered by His 
Majesty’s Government, but as the hon. 
Gentleman asks me the Question, it seems 
to me impossible for any Government to 
endeavour to restrict the discussions of a 
Conference with the Colonies; and 
certainly, if it is difficult for any Govern- 
ment, it would be especially difficult for 
a Government which desires closer com- 
mercial union with those Colonics. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: Ts it 
definitely settled that there is to bea 
Colonial Conference next year ? 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Well, there was 
a Resolution passed at the last meeting of 
the Colonial Conference that there should 
b> a Conference not later then 1906. 


Adjournment. 


Mr. LOUGH: Is not the right hon. 
Gentleman bound by a general pledge to 
do nothing during the existence of the 
present Parliament to advance the 
subject ? 


Mer. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir; I 
was talking of the Conference, not of this 


House, 


Mr. SOARES: Is not the right hon. 
Gentleman bound by the terms of his 
{dinburgh speech ? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir. 
An HON. MEMBER: 


are bound by nothing. 


\pparently you 


ADJOURNMENT. 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I wish to ask the 
Prime Minister, with regard to an Answer 
which he gave two minutes ago to the 
hon. Member for BRarnstaple—which 
Answer caused great surprise to a great 
many Members of the House —whether 
we are to understand that he meant to 
imply that he was under no obligation to 
inaction 'n the matter of colonial pre- 
ference except in this House, and that out 
of this House the Government were free 
to take any step they chose so far as any 
undertaking or pledge on his part was 
concerned; and, secondly, whether we 
are to understand him to say that he is 
not bound by anything he said on this 
subject in his Edinburgh speech ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir. The 
right hon. Gentleman asks me whether | 
am bound to inaction with regard to 
colonial preference outside this House. 
Why, of course I am not. When the 
right hon, Gentleman is discussing it 
every day from a public platform, I 
suppose I may be allowed to answer him ? 


Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
There is a difference between discussion 


| and action, 


2M 2 
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hon. Gentleman means that we desire to 
use our majority in this House for deal- 
ing with the fiscal question in the course 
of the present Parliament, I must reply 
that we certainly do not mean to do so. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Is it limited to proceedings in this House ? 


Are we to understand that ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: T really do not 
quite know what the right hon. Gentle- 
man means, 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
Are we to understand that while the 
right hon. Gentlemaa is restricted by 
what he has said from proceedings or 
discussions in this House he is fre, the 
Government are free, to take any ad- 
ministrative steps they choose which 
will have the effect of committing the 
country to a certain elementary stage, at 
all events, of this policy / 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not think 
the Government ought to commit the 
country on the subject of fiscal reform 
during the continuance of the present 
Parliament. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGEK = (Carnarvon 
Boroughs): Does the right hon, Gentle- 
man consider that the Government is now 
bound by the specific statement made by 
Lord Lansdowne that they would not 
submit the question of colonial prefer- 
ence to the Colonial Conference without 
first seeking a mandate from the country 
on the question of the reference to the 
Conference / 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not re- 
member that at all. 


Me. LLOYD-GEORGE: The state 
ment was specifically made in the House 
of Lords. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think it was 


not, as a matter of fact. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Then may I 
ask the right hon. Gentleman if that is 
not his view as to the attitude of the 
Government? Does that represent his 


view of the attitude of the Government, | 


that the Government will not submit the 


{COMMONS} 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If the right | 


Adjournment. ORS 


question of clonial preference to the 
Conference without first of all seeking a 
mandate from the country on the ques. 
tion of the reference to the Confereice ? 
Does that represent the attitude of the 
Government at the preseit moment ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: There is no 
question of a reference to the Conference, 
The Conference comes together through 
its own action in 1906. [An Hoy, 
MemsBer: Who calls it?] That (onfer- 
ence is, like all its predecessors, and, | 
hope, all its successors, free to discus; 
any question. It is not free to bind th: 
Colonies, It is certainly not free to bind 
this country or His Majesty’s Govern nent. 
I do not see how it would be po sible fr 
us or for our successors to lim't five dis- 
cussion in this Conference. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
1 think the right hon. Gentleman would 
make the House understand the matter 
better if he would answer the second 
part of my previous Question, which he 
has not done hitherto. Does he depart 
from the pledge he gave in his Edinburgh 
speech @ 


Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: T in no sense 
depart from the policy [ announced in 
my Edinburgh speech. I frankly admit 
when | made that speech I had not in 
contemplation the fact that a Conference 
was to come together automatically next 
year, and I said nothing about it. What 
1 did say was that, in my judgment, in 
the present condition of public opinion in 
this country, it would neither be possible 
nor right for the Government to adopt 
any system of fiscal reform unless the 
plan had first been submitted to the 
country. That was the policy of the 
Edinburgh speech, and anybody who has 
read it must know that that was the 
policy of it. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
The pledge given in the Edinburgh speech 
was that the country would be consulted, 
first as to the submission of this matter 
to the Conference, and then again, if 
necessary, a8 to the question of approving 


or disapproving the results of the Con- 


ference. There were to be two conse: 
quential references to the country in the 
matter before anything was done. 
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Me. A. J. BALFOUR: I think the 
right hon. Gentleman somewhat misuses 
the word “pledge” in regard to that 
speech. I can understand that my hon. 
friends on this side of the House may say 
that any announcement of policy I made 
was ina sense a pledge to them; but I 
cannot see how the announcement of a 
policy on this side of the House can be 
regarded as a pledge to the other side of 
the House. Of course, if you go to the 
country, as Mr. Gladstone did, saying you 
will do one thing, and then, when vou 
are returned, vou do something else, that 
is another thing. But, as far as hon. 
Gentlemen opposite are concerned, it is 
open to me at any time to say I 
hive changed my opinions. But, as a 
matter of fact, T have not changed 
ms opinions, They remain what 
they were, and I repeat that when I 
made my Edinburgh speech—I ought, 
perhaps, to apologise for not remembering 
it, but T really had not in my mind this 
Conference of 1906, and as | had not it 
in my mind it was net in any wey 
referred to— the policy referred to was 
clear, and to that I adhere. There are 
two alternatives, The Government may 
be returned to office on the broad 
question of fiscal reform, and it may say, 
“We have that mandate and we are 
going to act upon it, and, if returned, we 
intend to recommend it to the House of 
Commons,” [stated at Edinburgh that 
Idid not think that could be done. I 
had not in my mind that a Conference 
would meet in the course of the present 
Parliament) Pe. haps it will not. The 
Edinburgh policy was t'at any policy 
agreed upon by the Government should 
be submitted to the country, and that is 
the policy of the Government now. To 
it I still adhere. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Mr. Deputy-Speaker, I rise for the pur- 
pose of asking leave to move the adjourn- 
ment of the House at the evening sitting 
on a definite matter of urgent public 
Importance, namely—‘‘ To draw attention 
to the statement made by the Prime 
Minister that the question of colonial 
preference will be submitted to the 
Colonial Conference in 1906” — - 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 
that, Sir, 


I never said 
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Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
‘*May be submitted to the Colonial Con- 
ference in 1906 before the country has had 
an opportunity of expressing its opinion 
thereon.” 


Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER asked 
whether the right hon. Gest'eman had 
the support of the requisite number of 
Members, but the pleasure of the House 
not having been signified, Mr. Derury- 
SPEAKER called on those Members who 
supported the Motion to rise in the:r 
places, and not less than forty Members 
having accordingly risen, 


The Motion stood over, under Standing 
Order No. 10, until this Evening’s 
Sitting. 


NEW BILL. 


ALKALI, ETC., WORKS BILL. 


* To consolidate and amen | the Alkali, 
etc., Works Regulation Acts, 1881 antl 
1892,” presented by Mr. Gerald Balfour ; 
supported by Mr. Grant Lawson; to be 
reid a second time upon Monday next, 
and to be printed, [Bill 227.] 


POST OFFICE (TELEPHONE 
MENT). 

Order read, for resuming adjourned 
debate on Question [3rd Mav], ‘ That a 
Select Committee — be appointed to 
consider the Agreement of the 2nd day 
of February, 1905, between the Pest- 
master - General and the National 
Telephone Company, and to report 
whether it is desirable in the pubic 
interest that the Agreement should 
become binding.” —( Lord Stanley.) 


AGREE- 


Question again proposed. 


Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport) rose to 
propose the Amendment which stood in 
his name on the Paper. He was not 
objecting to the appointment of this Com- 
mittee, but bis peint was that to use the 
words of his Amendment, “ having regard 
to the public statement of the Post- 
master-General that under no circum- 
stances can any alterations be made in 
the agreement with the Telephone 
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Company to which he has given his 
assent, this House fails to see the 
necessity for the appointment of a Com- 
mittee to consider it.” 


Mr. DEPUTY - SPEAKER: I may 
point out to the hon. Gentleman that this 
Amendment will not bein order. It is 
a direct negative, but he will be at liberty 
to make his speech, 


Mr. KEARLEY said his objection was 
that while he considered it necessary 
that there should be a Parliamentary 
Committee, he objected to it being 
appointed with truncated powers, to it 
not having a free hand, and to it 
receiving in advance instructions from 
the noble Lord that it must either 
accept or reject this agreement. In view 
of the past experience the House had 


had, and in view of the ill effeets of all the | 


various previous agreements, he did not 
think that was a position which Parlia- 
ment would desire to acquiesce in, and he 
felt he was justified in that view, because 
there was overwhelming evidence to show 
that during the whole time agreements 
had from time to time been arrived at 
by successive Postmasters-General, the 
House of Commons hadhad 10 opportunity 
of genuinely considering those agreements, 
otherwise much money would have been 
saved to the nation, and they would have 
had an efficient aid adequate telephone 
system at much cheaper rates than they 
had now. 
operation, part of which had already been 
carried out. The agreement of 1901 
dealt with the buying up of the London 
plant—the Londou exchange area —and 


this agreement proposed to complete the | 
operation by buying up the plant of the | 
Indeed, | 
it really included | 


whole of the United Kingdom. 
it went beyond that. 
the purchase of the buildings in the 
London area which were not included in 
the 1901 »vreement. 


Tue POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Lord 
Sranvey, Lancashire, Westhoughton) 
Yes, I think that is so. 


Mr. KEARLEY continving, said they 
had this important fact, that the 1901 
agreement provided for the purchase of 
the London plant, and now in 1905 they 
had an agreement which contemplated 


Mr, Kea:ley 
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| the purchase of the whole of the plant of 
the United Kingdom, plus the buildings 
}in London, which in itself meant a very 
large sum. It was, therefore, more 
/necessary now than ever before that 
| Parliament should consider with the 
| greatest care what was going to happen 
‘under this agreement. Yet the Commit- 
| tee which it was proposed to appoint was 
'to have its power restricted at this im- 
| portant moment. It was not treating 
| Parliament in the way it had a right to 
lexpect to be treated. They were a 
|deliberative body, and the noble Lord 
|had no right whatever to say to a Com- 
| mittee —‘‘ Here is this agreement, take it 
upstairs and consider it; if you do not 
like it reject it; if vou think you can 
accept it, do accept it, but you are not to 
make a single suggestion by way of 
amendment, because if youdo that you 
will be going beyond your powers.” 
|There was another point. Supposing 
ithis Committee went to work and its 
| deliberations occupied a long time. Sup- 
posing it did not come to some decision 
before the end of the session. The right 
hon. Gentleman told them the agreement 
would then come into force whether the 
Committee came to a decision or not. 
That was a most astonishing po-ition to 
/put Parliament in. They could not 
urge at this moment that there was any 
urzency, beciuse the purchase agreement 
would not really become effective until 
the expiration of the licence of the 
National Telephone Company in 1911, 
80 that there were six solid years in front 
}of them, during which they ought to 
have an opportunity of considering this 
in all its bearings. This Committee, 
when appointed, ought to have a free 
hand. 


Let them consider for a moment 
| the effect of the various agreements come 
| to between different Postmasters-Geieral 


He 


'and various telephone conipanies. 
would endeavour to review these agree- 
| ments in chronological order, so that the 
| House might appreciate the point he was 
jendeavouring to make. Every one of 
| these agreements, without « 
| tion, had had this effect. that it had 
worsened the national imterests and 
bettered the interests of the telephone 
| company. No single Postmaster-General 
| had conserved the national interest ; oa 
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the contrary, every agreement that had 
been made had acted definitely to the 
benefit of the telephone companies. 


Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Order, 
order! I do not think the hon. Gentle- 
man will be entitled to go into criticism 
of the agreements themselves. The 
question before the House is whether the 
Committee shall be appointed to consider 
that question, and he is now anticipating 
the work of the Committee. 


Mr. KEARLEY pointed out that the 
Committee was proposed to be appointed 
to deal with a particular agreement. 
His argument was directed towards this. 
If the Government put a limit on its 
powers, the Committee would not have 
the full opportunity of doing justice to 


the national interest, aud he was using, | 


as an iijustration, what had happened in 
regard to previous agreements. He pro- 
posed to point out that the effect in the 
past of not submitting these agreements 
genuinely to Parliament had been bad 
and hurtful to the national interests, 


Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: That 
would be a good argument for sending 
this agreement to a Comittee, and the 
hon. Member is entitled to do that. 


Me. KEARLEY continued that his 
argument was that the powers given 
to the Committee were too restricted. 
He had not the faintest objection 
to the appointment of the Com- 
mittee. He thought, indeed, that a 
Committee should be appointed and 
he welcomed this appointment. He 
would next review what had happened 
under these various agreements which 
had been entered into on this matter, 
and which had not been genuinely sub- 
mitted to Parliament. The telephone 
system of this country was not one of 
very long standing; it was only about 
twenty-five years old. In 1880 the first 
real telephone company was formed, 
the United Telephone Company. In 
1880 the Postmaster-General, as repre- 
senting the Government, took action 
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use of this discovery was prohibited by 
the Courts. He mentioned that to show 
to the House what a lack of concern for 
the national interests had been displayed 
by the Government, because, after 
having achieved that success in the 
Courts of Law, the Postmaster-General, 
instead of taking over the business and 
operating it in the interest of the country, 
entered into an agreement with the 
United Telephone Company and granted 
them a licence for thirty years, the licence 
which expired in 1911, and the only 
consideration he got was that the Post 
Office. should receive a royalty of 10 per 
cent. Now. in I&84 Mr. Fawcett, who 
was then Postmaster-General, announced 
that the policy of the Government was 
that there should be free competition in 
the telephone business, and the result 
was that as many as fifteen or twenty 





rival Companies sprang iito existence ; 
| but in 1901 the patent under which the 
| telephone system was then being worked 
|expired. ‘That brought them down to 
ithe next agreement of 1892, the most 
| fatal agreement into which this country 
|entered, and he wanted to direct the 
| special attention of the House to it. 
| They had made a point of free competi- 
| tion, but under the agreement of 1892 
ithe:e was created an absolutely en- 
| trenched monopoly. It was put in an un- 
| assajlable position, and the Government 
jaded and abetted that monopoly in 
| swallowing up its rivals, and it further 
| enabled it to make whatever charges It 
| liked without any obligations as to supply 
|except that it could supply where it 
ichose. ‘There were no terms as to the 
i dividend to be paid, an! the company 
| did pay as much as 40 per cent., although 
‘it had been the practice to limit divi- 
(dends for gas and other undertakings. 
The Government also secured for the 
company the control of the streets. It 
was the Post Office itself that gave the 
telephone company the control of the 
| streets. 


Sr J. FERGUSSON 
N.E.): That is not so. 


(Manchester, 








against the United Telephone Company, Mr. KEARLEY said that later on he 
and it was successfully maintained in the | would have something to say about the 
Courts of Law that the telephone was |right hon. Gentleman’s share in these 
teally a telegraph, and consequ-ntly the | transactions. He repeated that _ the 
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agreement of 1892 wrenched away from 
the local authorities the power they had 
over the telephone company in regard 
to the streets. 


Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Order, 
order! The hon. Gentleman must come 
to the point. He is now fourteen years 
back ; he must come a little more up to 
modern date. The House cannot go into 
an elaborate discussion. The question 
before the House is simply whether or 
not it shall appoint a Committee to 
consider this last agreement, and I shall 
have to stop the hon. Gentleman if he 
persists in his present course. 


Mr. KEARLEY said the powers of 
this proposed Committee were restricted, 
and he was endeavouring to show that 
by restricting those powers there would 
he brought about a similar state of things 
to that from which the country was suffer- 
ing: ow. Urder the 1892 agreement, the 
Covernment agreed to purchase the trunk 
lines, to supply trunk lines as they miyht 
be required, and empowerd the tele 
phone company to make exchanges with 
various post offices throughout the 
country. The obligation upon the (oy- 
ernment to construct trunk lines on 
behalf of the telephone company was a 
tremendous backing, and it was not to 
be wondered at that the company suc- 
ceeded in swallowing up all rival com- 
petition. In evidence of that, he might 
say that, although prior to the agreement 
the capital of the company was little 
more than £750,000, yet within two years 
it had grown to £4,000,000, much of which 
consisted of “ watered”? capital. 


How had Parliament been treated in 
this matter? His argument was that if 
Parliament had been taken fully into 
consultation much that had happened 
would not have occurred. The dissolu- 
tion in 1892 took place at the end of 
June. It was not a sudden dissolution. 
It had been hailed from the housetops 
for a month or six weeks before it took 


‘COMMONS’ 





place. During the last week in May a 
Treasury Minute was issued describing 
the proposals which were to be included 
in the agreement of 1892. A Bill was 
introduced and instantly got its Second 
Reading, and in the first week of June 
wes referred to a Committee upstairs. 


Mr, Kearley, 
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Ten days after the reference, the Select 
Committee reported that the responsi- 
bility for the details of the agree- 
ment must rest with the Gov- 
ernment, but they thought that the 
agreement should be la‘d before Parlia- 
ment. He thought every Member would 
agree that that Report bore the impression 
of the matters not having been considered 
seriously. It was a hurried transaction 
in a hurried Committee; there was no 
real Parliamentary consideration of the 
agreement, otherwise such an agreement 
would not have pissed and the country 
would not have been saddled with the 
conditions of to-day. On August 11th, 
after the Government had been defeated 
at the polls, and on the very night of the 
division on the Asquith Amendment, 
which resulted in the eviction of the 
Government, the then  Postmaster- 
General signed the agreement. He sub- 
mitted that that was not a genuine 
consultation of the wishes of Parliament. 


Sir J. FERGUSSON: The ayreement 
had been most fully explained at the Table, 
not only by myself, but by the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer. 

Mr. KEARLEY: said he had seen 
many Ministers fully explain agreements 
at the Table after midnight, with per- 
haps half-a-dozen Members in the 
House. What he was urging was that 
an agreement of such far-reaching 
importance should be genuinely con- 
sidered by a Committe upstairs without 
any fettering of its powers. But that 
was not what happened. What was the 
hurry in signing the agreement on 
August 11th? The Asquith Am ndment 
that night brought the Government to 
an end. Many Members considered then, 
and had considered ever since, that it 
was a very doubtful transaction indeed. 
It was contested in this House by Sir 
John Lubhock and in the House of 
Lords by Lord Hobhouse, and it was to 
prevent a repetit on of that sort of thing 
that he was urging that this Comm ttee 
should he given untrammelled and us- 
restricted powers todeal with the present 
agreement. Asaresult of the 1802 agree- 
ment, there had been shackled upon the 
country ‘his telephone monopoly with its 
inefficient, inadequate, outrageously dear 
system. London had had to bear the 
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brunt of the burden, and had been 
exploited to the extent of 75 per cent. 
more in charges than any other part of 
the country. The natural outcome of 
that agreement was a great agitation 
throughout the country, and when the 
new Government came in a new Com- 
mittee was moved for. The Committee 
was duly appointed, and it was in the 
midst of its deliberations when another 
dissolution came. It reported to the 
House that it had not had time to com- 
plete its investigation and that it hoped 
to be reappointed in the next session. 
It never was reappointed, and perhaps 
the noble Lord would explain why it was 
never reappointed. 


Lorp STANLEY: I was a member 
of the original Committee which came to 


/ anend—the 1895 Committee—and there 
_ wasanother Committee appointed. 


That 


| really continued the work, although it 








was not reappointed as Soon as we 


ame 1), 


Mr. KEARLIWY submitted that the 
Committee was not reappointed at all 
inthe true sense of the word. No Com- 
mittee was appointed until 1898. The 
agitation continued in the country, and 
many municipalities were taking steps 
with the idea of getting licences, because 
they were able to prove that they could 
wally give a telephone service at a much 
lower rate. cf them estimated 
that they could give the full benefit of 
unlimited user at five guineas an instru- 
ment, and London sent in figures to the 
Postmaster General showing that they 
could give unlimited user at £10. Asa 
result of that persistent agitation another 
Committee was appointed in 1898, over 
which the late Mr. Hanbury presided. 
Everybody regarded Mr. Hanbury as a 
thoroushly capable, fearless and good 
business man, and many Members cf the 
Opposition held that he had not had the 
recegnition which his great abilities 
deserved. The Committee recommended 


Some 


“After reviewing the whole of the evidence, 
your Committee is strongly ef opinion that 
general, immediate and eflective competition by 
either the Post Office or the local anthorities 
Is necessary, and considers that a_ really 
eHicient Post Otfice serviee affords the best 
Means of securing such competition.” 


There isno doubt about that recom- 
mendation. It was clear definite, and 
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emphatic. What happened? The 1901 
agreement proceeded from the recom- 
mendation of that Committee, and all 
the brave talk about general and effective 
competition vanished into thin air. Mr. 
Hanbury himself was shunted to the 
Board of Agriculture. 


Lorp STANLEY: 
on the subject ? 


Did he not speak 


Mr. KEARLEY: Yes, he spoke on it 
He accused me personally of objecting to 
the proposals because I wanted to get a 
telephone for my own selfish interests 
on the cheap. That was the sort of 
criticism that the late Mr. Hanbury 
directed against certain hon. Members at 
that particular time. The agreement of 
1901 dealt with the purchase of the 
London plint. The Pest Office itself 
decided to start competition, and laid 
down the condition that there should be 
free inter-communication between the 
two systems forthwith. But there was 
no real competition at all. The Post 
Office entered into asort of silent partner- 
ship with this huge monopoly, and 
instead of the general and effective com- 
petition recommended by the Committee 
they made an agreement for uniformity of 
rates. ‘That was to say, they bolstered up 
and continued rates that were already 50 
percent. higher than the necessities justi- 
tied. That was the outcome of the brave re- 
commendations of the Committee upstairs. 
The Post Office bolstered up the rates to 
the detriment of the national interest and 
to the vrest strengthening of the tele- 
plone monoyoly.. In the prelude to the 
proposed new agreement, the noble Lard 
stated thit the Hovse had expressed its 
approval of the 1901 agreement after full 
diserssion. That was true as far as it 
went In oa Parliamentary But 
would the noble Lord deny that that 
agreement was carried on puwie Party 


lines ? 


seise, 


Lorp STANLEY: Did the hon. 
Member ever know an Amendment to 
the Address on which the Party Whips 
were not appointed 2 


Ths was not an 


Mr. KEARLEY: 
Amendinent to the Address. 
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Lorp STANLEY?: Yes, it 
Amendment to the Address. 


was an 


Mr. KEARLEY said he was not sure, 
but it did not matter. The fact remained 
that that important agreement was not 
left to the freewill of tne House. The 
noble Lord’s statement supported that. 
But why should an important question 
like that have been dealt with on the 
Address? Why was not a Committee 
appointed and an opportunity given, as 
he wished to see done now, for full, free, and 
untrammelled consideration of the ques- 
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tion; with power to move Amendments | 


to the agreement if necessary ? 
was the point he was now making. 


He 


the 1905 agreement, and to amend it if it 
thought fit. It had 10 such power at 
present. It was prevented from 
doing. It could reject or accept the 


so 


That | 
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Did the noble Lord not see that his 


‘intervention was rather premature, 


Lorp STANLEY: No. 


Mr. KEARLEY said that there were 
none so blind as those who would not: see, 
[MINISTERIAL cries of “Oh, oh!”’] This 
was the last occasion on which it could 
come before Parliament because this 
completed the operation, and, when this 
agreement was got through Parliament 
sanctioned the buying up ot everything 
belonging to the National Telephone 
Company. He never suggested that 


there would be no further opportunity 
submitted that the Committee about to | 


be appointed should be free to deal with | 


| was not the point. 


for debating this question. He was aware 
that the noble Lord had stated that there 
would be another opportunity, but. that 
His point was that 


i this discussion closed the contract, and 


agreement, but if it came to neither | 
determination before the end of August | 


the agreement would come into force 
without any expression of opinion at all, 
That was surely not fair. 
many important points in the agreement, 


consider the question at all. 
Lorp STANLEY: No. 
Mr. KEARLEY: Oh, ves. 


Lorp STANLEY: The hon. Member 
has no right to say that. The hon. 
Member has made a 
contrary tothe fact. The Prime Minister 
has distinctly said that there will be an 
opportunity given in the House of con- 
sidering this agreement. 


Ar. LOUGH (Islington, W.): The 
Committee’s Report. 

Lorp STANLEY: No; this agree- 
ment. 

Mr. KEARLEY © said the noble 
Lord would have done much better 
if he hed allowed him to explain. 


Wha he meant by the last opportunity 
was that this was the last time thev 
would be able to consider this agreement. 


There were so | 


therefore it was more than necessary that 
the Committee before which this agree- 
ment was going to be considered should 
have powers to amend it if necessary 
What could be the object of purchase? 
Obviously to give t'ie country an 


: nt, improved service and a lower rate. If 
and yet this was the last opportunity | 
that would be afforded to Parliament to | 


the Post Office had no idea of doing 
‘ : 

that then the Government had far better 

leave this monopoly in its _ present 


position. The object must therefore be 


/and lower rates. 


to give the country an improved service 


| the Government were in a position to do 


| that. 


Upon the price they paid and the 
conditions they made would depend the 


|future rates for the telephone service. 


statement which 1s | 


If they made a bad. bargain—and they 
certainly would if this Committee had 
not power to amend the agreement— 
either the existing rates would continue, 


| or, upon the instigation of the Treasury, 


| the rates would be reduced. 





He thought 
the Treasury would take good eare to see 
that such rates were charged as would 
pay interest and sinking fund on the 
amount of the purchase money. It was 
to save the House from once more making 
a bad bargain that he was anxious that 
the Committee upstairs should have free 
and unrestricted power to deal with this 
matter, and that was the reason why be 
had put down the Amendment on the 
Paper which had been ruled out of order. 
He apologised to the House tor entering 9 


| fully into ,this historical survey of the 


He wanted to know if 
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question, but he had done so because it 


clearly before the House without entering 
into these various agreements, 


which he did not feel perfectly certain. 
One of them was with regard to the 
interruption which had just 
nace 
naster-General. He wished to ask 





ne ee erence 
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Beem pene eee 


iim What opportunity would be given to 
this House to discuss the agreement 
between himself as Postmaster-General 
md the National Telephone Company 
bevond the debate which they were 
having to-day? The second Question 


iwhich he wished to put to the noble 


Lord was what powers would the Com- 


| mittee which they were about te appoint 
i have in regard to this agreement / 
\ thought he should have the noble Lord’s 


He 
concurrence When he said that he thought 


mittee should have powers to send not 
only for persons, papers and records, but 
should also have power to say whether 
Clause 7 or Clause 8 or Sub-clause B was 
a good or wise proceeding. In other 
words, ie thought it was necessary the 
Committee should have the power of 
making Amendments. He thought it of 
great importance that power should be 
given to this Committee not only to say 
that they would take this agreement en 
blo, but that they should be able to say 
whether they disapproved of this section 
or that sub-section, and generally to 
anuend it if they thought necessary. 
What he felt more strongly was that this 
was a question of abstract justice, and he 
meant by that the justice of the Post 
Othee towards the National ‘Telephone 
Company’s employees. He appealed to 
the House on grounds of justice. These 
women and others had been employed 
in the service of the National Tele- 
phone Company for a long time, and 
nto its service. 
had put their capital into this par- 
tieula: had had 
0 be well educated for thelr position. 
What did he read ? 
‘ub-clause 1, that it was probable that 
the Postmaster-General would be pre- 
pared to take into his service a consider- 


business because thev 





{22 May 1905} 


was impossible for him to put the case | 


Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire) said | 
there were One or two things upon | 


been | 
by the noble Lord the Post-| 


they had put their lives and training | 
In other words, they | 


He read in Clause 8, | 
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able number of the employees, but that 
he was not prepared to accept any obliga- 
| tion on this score, and he left the matter 
'to the National Telephone Company. 
| He knew that this company had paid 
very large dividends, but he was not 
aware that they had overpaid their staff. 
He knew there had been general com- 
plaints that they had not done this. He 
thought it was very hard lines upon these 
women who had put all their training and 
eapita] into this business that they should 
not be taken over. 


Lord STANLEY : Perhaps the hon. 
Member is not aware that T accept the 
second Amendment on the Paper. 


Mr. TENNANT said he was not aware 
of it. and he was very glad that the noble 
Lord had assured the House on this point. 
\fter that assurance there was no need 
for him to trouble the House further. 


itwas Of great importance that this Com- | 


Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.) said 
he was glad the noble Lord had seen his 
way to accept the second Amendment on 
the Paper, but he wished to ask him one 
or two further Ques‘ions. Supposing the 
Committee discovered that by the terms 
of the agreement the interests of the 
employees had not been fully considered 
and safecuarded, what power would a 
Committee of this House have in the 
matter? Would they be able to strike 
out words and insert others im order to 
safeguard the interests of the men and 
women concerned 2 He believed there 
were no less than 13,000 persons em- 
ployed by the National ‘Telephone Com- 
pany, but at any rate there were a great 
number. He wished to know definitely 
would the Committee be able to insert 
in the draft agreement words to give 
these employees protection for their 
service and some guarantee for a con- 
tinuance of their employment? Would 
| the Committee be obliged either to reject 
this agreement altogether or take it as a 
whole? Would the noble Lord be able 
to gn the agreement just as he pleased, 
/no matter what the opinion of the 
Committee might be 2? If so what was 
the use of appointing this Committee at 
all? He had no deubt that he intended 
‘to do the utmost he could to secure 


| employment for these emplovees, but he 
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wanted to know how far this would be 
possible. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) said the 
right hon. Gentleman had not succeeded 
in his attempt to hustle the House of 
Commons in regard to this matter. 
As a matter of fact, this agreement was 
practically made in February last, and 
now it was the 22nd of May, and this 
was the first cecasion they had had an 
opportunity of even asking a few 
Questions upon this most important 
matter. He thought they were indebted 
to his hon. friend for pressing this 
matter forward, and for the historical 
account he had given of the neg tiations 
which had taken place upon this subject 
between the National Telephone Ccom- 
pany and the Post Office. The noble 
Lord told them that if they did not 
grant this Committee without any 
discussion im Government time they 
would not get any discussion at all, and 
the agreement would go through. He 
thought it was a pity he made that 
statement, because when the Government 
came to consider the matter, they found 
that they had to give them this free 
opportunity, but they still kept the 
Committee tied up. He was aware that 
they promised after the Committee had 
finished its Report that there would be 
another oppertunity for a full discussion 
inthe House. His hon. friend had made 
a request that this Committee should be 
leit free to get whatever evidence if 
required in regard to this most  im- 
portant matter, so that the noble Lord, 
ind the Government, and the House of 
Commons, could pay full attention to 
any reeemmendation that was made. 
He hoped it would not be understocd 
that the Committee must accept every 
line in the egreement just esit stood, and 
that it was no use for them taking any 
other course. That was not the usual 
method of proceeding in this House, He 
thought that the Committee should 
consist of fifteen members. Originally 
there were only seven, but they had 
gredually squeezed the noble Lord and 
he had given consideration to the matter 
and agreed that the employees should be 
represented. He believed that these 
employees wou!d not be worse off when 
employed Ly the State than when em- 


ployed by the company, but that was a 


Mr. Yorall, 


{COMMONS} 
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question which they would be able to 
raise in the House. The noble L rd had 
promised to give that matter h’s a‘ten- 
loo, but he thought the Comm'ttee 
should be entirely fr-e and be able to go 
into cve:ything that was mate.ial. 
There wera some large questions upon 
which it would be necessary to give the 
House more info;mation. ‘The first ques. 
tion which occurred to him was, why did 
the noble Lord make this egreement now ¢ 
In 1904 they were anxious to know what 
the noble Lord was going to do, because 
it wes then possible to have gone into 
the whole matter and bought out the 
urdertaking of the National Telephone 
Company; and had the noble Lord done 
that before June 30th, the Government 
wou'd have taken over the undertcking 
in December last. Month after month 
passed, but the noble Lord came to no 
agreement, and no notice Was given in 
1904 to buy out the company. — After 
that time nothing could be done for 
seven years, and now they had this agree 
ment before them. Now the noble Lord 
had entered into this arrengement. He 
wanted to know why he was tying the 
hands of future Postmasters-General ! 
Me. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: | Order, 
order! The hon. Gentleman is not dis- 
cussing the Motion lefore the House, 
He is entering into a discussion upon the 
agreement, and that is not in order. 


Mr. LOUGH said he thought there 
Was an understanding assented to hy the 
Prime Minister that in this debate they 
would be allowed to go into the general 
quest on of the agreement. He thought 
a good deal cou'd be said on the proposel 
that a Committee should be appointed, 
but he desired to bow to the ruling. 
They were in great difficulty with respect 
to this Motion to appoint a Committee, 
for none of them wished absolutely to 
oppose the appointment, but they did 
want to give reasons why it should bea 
strong and a perfectly frre Committee, 
able to consider every part of the agree- 
ment, and to amend it in any direction 
they pleased. 


The other point he desired to put 
was in regard to the interests of the 
municipalities in this matter. He thought 
the interests of tLose municipalities which 
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had se. up telephones of their own should 
be considered, and that the Committee 
should be able to heir evidence, and to 
hear what suggestions they bad to make. 
This was not the first agreement that had 
pecn made. There were purchase clauses 
in all the licences granted to munici- 
palities. He thought those municipalit es 
would be very anxious indeed about the 
terms liserted here. They were much 
more liberal than in other cases, and 
aspecially those of Glasgow, Hull, Ports 
mouth, and one or two Others. They 
were most anxious to give evidence in 
regard to the position in which they would 
ve pliced if this agreement should be put 
through, and he thought the House 
should have an assurance from the 
Postmaster-General that the evidence 
which the municipalities desired to tender 
would be freely received and freely 
considered. They were placed in great 
dificulty by the action of the Govern- 
ment because they did not want to 
oppose the granting of the Committee. 
Indeed, they did not think that the 
matter could be rightly dispo-ed of 
without a Committee, but they objected 
tothe way in which the time had been 
shortened, The Committee would re- 
quire to Work under pressure. It would 
have to hurry Very much to get its Report 
ready. On that ground he would ask 
the Postmaster-General whether a Jat +r 
date than August 3Ist could not be 
adopted for the complet on of the con- 
tract. It did not seem to him that there 
was any hurry. He hoped the noble 
Lord would tell them, in the interest 
especially of the greatest municipality of 
the country — 


Lorp STANLEY ; 


London, 


It does not affect 
Mr. LOUGH said that surely the 1901 
agreement yas modified by it; 
Lorb STANLEY : Not practically. 
Mr. LOUGH said the matter wanted 


consideration. 
there was no obligation to purchase any 


buildings or any land. [An Hon. Mem- | 


Bek: Order!] He did not think that 
Was out of order. 
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In the 1901 agreement | 


He was only giving | 
teasons why the agreement should be | 
consilered without pressure with regard | 
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to time, and without limitation of the 


subjects to be considered. This agree- 
ment did modify the agreement of 1901 
and brought in other subjects besides 
the purchase of plant. He thought the 
noble Lord should consider whether a 
later date should not be mentioned. 
At any rate he hoped he would see his 
way to allow all the evidence to be 
brought up, and that it would be fully 
considered, and further that any sug- 


gestions made would receive the 
sympathetic consideration of the Govern- 
ment. . 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) 


said he did not desire to detain the 
House at any length, but he should like 
to ask the noble Lord what powers the 
proposed Comnittee would have in the 
matter of receiving evidence from ~-the 
commercial community. If it could not 
receive such evidence the Report of the 
Committee would not have the value 
which otherwise it would have. That 
was his view, and he hoped the noble 
Lord would correct him if he was wrong. 
Recently he took part in a debate as a 
member of the Associated Chambers of 
Commerce. In the discussion there was 
considerable difference of opinion among 
commercial men as to the telephone 
agreement. After all it was the com- 
mercial community who were most 
concerned in the telephone service. He 
was at the annual meeting of the Trades 
Protection Association in London the 
other day, and this agreement was 
discussed. The opinion of the Chambers 
Commerce, ani of the Trades 
Protection Asscciation, and commercial 
men generally, wa3 really the opinion 
which ought to be taken into account 


of 


|in the settlement of the question, for, 


after all, it was more a commercial 
question than anything else. Another 


'point he desired to bring before the 
| noble 


Lord was this. He had been 
waited upon by a deputation, and he had 
received many communications with 
respect to the staff. Although the time 
was far distant when the Government 
would take over the telephones a large 
number of the staff were very anxious to 
know how they were going to be cireum- 
stanced under the new agreement. It 
appeared to him that it would be unwise 
to approve of this agreement without 








jour Post Office 
consulting the commercial class, and, 
after all, Parliament was the representa- 
tive, or was supposed to be the repre- 
sentative, of the whole community. 
Undoubtedly the commercial class were 
precisely the people who used the tele- 
phone, and they could give very useful evi- 
dence in regard, not alone to the further 


utility to which the telephone service | 
could be devoted, but also with regard to | 


the way in which this transfer ought to 
take place, and the terms on which the 
existing plant could be taken over and 
utilised. He did not wish to go further 
into the matter at present. He was 
obliged to the noble Lord for the con- 
cession which he had already made when 
he accepled a portion of the Amendment. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
said he did not know whether it was that 
he misapprehended the meaning of hon, 
Gentlemen opposite, or whether it was 
that they misapprehended the character 
of the Committee, because he noticed 
repeatedly it was suggested that the 
Committee should have power to amend 
the agreement. It was not possible on 
the part of the Committee to amend the 
agreement. [An Hon. Member: Why ?] 
Might he explain to hon. Members that a 
Committee, whether a Select Committee, 
or Committee of the Whole House, was a 
Committee to which the House had 
committed a definite matter for con- 
sideration, and no Committee, not even a 
Committee of the Whole House, had 
power to do more than report to the 
House for the House’s decision, They 
could not give a Committee of this House 
absolute powers, 


Mr. TENNANT: You give your 
Select Committees power to alter Private 
Bills. Is not this the same sort. of 


thing ? 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said the hon. 
Member was perfectly right in regard to 
Committees on Private Bills. These were 
judicial bodies, and they had power to 
come to judicial decisions, But that was 
not the case with a Select Committee 
of this sort, or with a Committee of the 
Whole House, which made alterations 
in Bills. No doubt their decisions 
were generally accepted and generally 


final, but, after all, they might be altered 


Mr. Field, 


{COMMONS} 
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on Report. All that a Committee could 


do was to report to the House, and upon 


that Report the House might act as it 
pleased. It might accept or reject the 
Report of a Select Committee. It was 
impossible to conceive that this Com- 
mittee should have power to amend the 
agreement. What the Committee was 
appointed to do was to consider the 


agreement, and to report whether it was | 
desirable in the public interest that it | 


should become binding as_ it stood. 
When the Committee had so reported, it 


would be for the House to accept or | 


reject the Report, or differ from the Com- 
mittee. The House was not bound by 
the Report of the Committee. Hon. Mem- 
bers opposite seemed to think that the 
Committee had the power of amending, 
which it had not. It seemed to have 
the power of calling any witnesses it 
pleased on the point it had to consider, 
Meantime, as he understood the situa: 
tion—and he believed he understood it 
rightly—it was this. There 
signed, conditionally he supposed, by the 
Postmaster-General, what was at this 
moment an inchoate agreement, and it 
was only proposed that a Committee—a 


most proper Committee to be appointed, | 
and he hoped it would be appointed | 
without difficulty—should be appointed | 
to consider whether the agreement should | 


become binding. It seemed to him that 
the powers of the Committee would be 
adequate for the purpose for which it 
was appointed. The terms of reference 
were sufficient, and if the terms of 
reference were such as to enable th 
Committee to cut the agreement. into 
little bits he should think that a very 
dangerous reference indeed to make to 
the Committee. He only rose to remove 
What seemed to him a slight misappre 
hension as to the functions and power 
of the Committee. 


Mr. McCRAE (Edinburgh, E.) said he 
thought the noble Lord had been mis 
understood, and that it was his intention 
that this Committee, when appointed, 
should have the agreement sent to It, 
and that the Committee should have all 
the powers and privileges which any 
similar Committee possessed. This House 
might give the Committee power “to 
send for persons, papers and_ records,” 
and if that was 80, perhaps the 


had been § 
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noble Lord would Say, if the Com- 


Post Office 


mittee should report recommending 
some alteration in the agreement, what 
position this House would be in then 
when it considered the Report of the 
Committee. He thought the noble Lord 
had always endeavoured to be very fair 
with the House. He remembered list 
year that he raised this question when 
the Postmaster-General was asking a 
grant of £3,00),000 to exten] the tele- 
phones. The noble Lord gave a very 
definite pledge. He said that he did not 
wish to be bound with regard to the form, 
but he pledged him-elf that the House 
should have every possible opportunity, 
30 far a3 he could arrange, for considering 
the agreement, and that no agreement 
should be binding on the Government 
until it received the assent and ratifica- 
tion of the House. That brought him to 
avery important point. He thought the 
House was generally agreed that there 
should be an acquisition of the telephones, 
and it was merely a question of terms. 
What the House was concerned in prin- 
cipally was to get the best possible terms, 
and he asked the noble Lord, if they 
agreed to the appointment of this Com- 
mittee, and if it recommended an altera- 
tion in the agreement, what position 
would the House be in in considering the 
keport of the Committee, 


Lorv STANLEY said the hon. Member 
had stated that he had rather left the 
House in the dark on certain points. He 
wished now to clear up these matters for 
the House. He would explain what his 
position was in the matter. Last year 
the only obligation he came under was 
that before the agreement became binding 
this House should have the opportunity of 
saying “ Yea” or‘ Nay.” He said at the 
time that he thought probably the best 
way would be for the House to appoint 
a small Select Committee which 
would take evidence and submit their 
Report to the House. He thought the 
House could not possibly do otherwise. 
He thought it was the best way then, 
and he thought it was the best way now. 
The House should have an opportunity of 
saying “ Yea” or “Nay” to the agree- 
Ment. Kvenif he had the power to limit 
the powers of the Committee, it would be 


absolutely against his intention to do 80. | 
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He wished the Committee to be a Select 
Committee, on exactly the same terms as 
every other Select Committee, [An Hon, 
Member on the Opposirion benches: 
That is all we want.] He desired it to 
make the fullest inquiry thit might be 
necessary and then report to the House. 
His hon, friend the Member for King’s 
Lynn had put the case better than he 
could—viz., it was notin the power of the 


Committee to alter the agreement. They 
might make recommendations if they 


liked; and these recommendations would 
come up to the House in the same way 
as the Report of any Committee, and then 
the House would have to consider whether 
or not these recommendations, if adopted, 
vitiated the agreement. For his part he 
would have to consider whether he could 
go on, in view of the recommend ations, 
with the agreement, seeing it could 
only be accepted as a whole. If hon, 
Members had been under a misunder- 
standing, he apologised. 


The hoa. Member for Islington asked 
why an agreement should be now come 
to. Everybody wished to see the matter 
brought to a satisfactory conclusion, 
They did not wish in 1911 a hiatus with 
no telephone company, and thit would 
be obviated if this agreement was ratified 
at once. At the present moment a great 
deal of the complaint against the 
National Telephone Company was due to 
the fact that, apart from London, there 
was no interchangeability between the 
two systems. A message on the Post 
Office system could not be taken for the 
National Telephone system, and vice versa, 
The instant this agreem-nt cam» into 
operation that would cease; and aS a 
business matter that should appeal to 
hon. Gentlemen opposite. 


The hon. Member for Rugby, he thought, 
was under Some misapprehension as to 
how far this agreement would affect the 
employees of the National Telephone 
Company. Whit he had endeavoured 
to secure in the agreement was that 
the rights of the National Telephone Com- 
pany’s employees should be satisfactorily 
adjusted up to the time they became 
Post Office servants. It could be no part 
of the agreement between the National 
Telephone Company and the Post Office 
as to what the Post Office should do 
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with these employees after the under- 
taking was transferred. It was impos- 
sible five or six years beforehand to say 
whether A., B., or C. would be efficient 
at a particular date; but he believed 
that every single man and woman now 
employed by the National Telephone 
Company, who was certified by those 
best able to judge, vi... their superiors, 


Post Offic: 


to be efficient in 1911, would be taken | 


over, and necessarily taken over. He 
pledged himself and his successors to 
take over the bulk of these employees, 
but not every individual. 


Me. TENNANT! said that the noble 
Lord had said that if the Committee 
recommended Amendments to the agree- 
ment, these would be considered by the 
House: but the noble Lord had not 
said whether it would be in his power to 
say whether any particular Amendment 
should be adopted. 


Lorp STANLEY said that that would 
be quite impossible. He had signed a 
particular agreement and could not alter 
it. If the House said that, in view of 
the recommendations of the Committee, 
they disapproved of the agreement as a 
whole, the agreement would drop to 
the ground. 


Me. BLAKE (Longford, 8.) said there 
Was no doubt that the Comittee had 
no power to make Amendments to the 
agreement. They could consider the 
whole agreement and might say what 
were its good and its bad points, and 
how the latter could be improved. He 
was very suspicious of some of the terms 
of the purchase agreement, having 
regard to what took place at the meet- 
ing of the National Telephone Company. 
However, the noble Lord the Post- 
master-General had clearly stated on a 


former occasion, and had reaffirmed it | 


that day, that the agreement would not 
become binding unless the House 
ratified it. But that was not altogether 
carried out by the last clause of the 
agreement, and it was important that 
the discussion should not come to a close 
without a distinct understanding that, 
notwithstanding the difficulties the 
last clause might produce, the Govern- 
ment would carry out the spirit of the 
undertaking of the noble Lord. 


Lord Stanley. 


COMMONS} 
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Lorp STANLEY said he gave the hon, 
and learned Gentleman the assurance 
that the House should have an oppor. 
tunity of saying “ Yea” or ‘“ Nay” to 
the agreement before it became operative, 


Mr. BLAKE said that that was so far 
| satisfactory ; but he would point out that 
| the agreement would become binding on 
August 5lst if not disapproved of by 
Parliament before that date. He sup- 
posed by ‘‘ Parliament,” the House of 
Commons was meant. 





Lorp STANLEY: Oh! yes. 

*Sik CHARLES DALRYMPLE ([ps- 
wich) said that this was an agreement 
between two parties; not with the Post 
Oulice alone, but between the Post Office 
and the National Tel»phone Company, 
The right hon Member for Wolver. 
hampton, who was chairman of the 
National Telephone Company, he thouzht 
should have been in his place, ani 


might have been appealed to by the 
hon. Member for Islington quite as 
fairly aS the Postmaster-General had 


heen appealed to as te any change in 
the time in which the agreement was 
to come into operation. 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkealdy Buarghs) 
sail that those on his 8 de of the House 
were anxious that the House should have 
a full and free opportualty of deciding 
upon the policy of the noble Lord in 
entering on this agreement and_ the 
terms upon which that policy was to be 
carried out. In view of the past history 
of this compiny it was necessary that, 
before a decision Was finally come to, the 
negotiations for the azreement should be 
discussed in the full light of diy. He 
understood that the noble Lord was now 
willing to allow suggestions to be made 
by the Committee. 


Lorp STANLEY: I always was. 
Mr. DALZIEL said he was very glad 
to hear it. He understood that the 
policy of the noble Lord was that th 
Committee could say “Yea”? or “Nay” to 
the avreemeat; that the Committee were 
empowered to call witnesses in regard to 
ceitiin portions of the agreement; and 
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that if, in the course of their investiga- 
tions, it appeared to them that Amend- 
ments ought to be made to it, they were 
powerless to make those Amendments. 


Lornb STANLEY said he had distinet ly 
stated that the Committee could recom- 
mend alterations, and that that wag al] 
the Committee could do. 


Mr. DALZIEL said they were always 
clad to have something given by the 
Minister in charge of a Bill which was 
worth having, but he was not going to 
take something from the noble Lord 
after a Committee had sat which would 
be worth nothing whatever. The ques- 
tion was whether it was desirable, in the 
public interest, that this agreement 
should be sanctioned. There was 
suggestion here about new proposals or 
fresh terms, or anything of that kind. 
The one point on which the Committee 
was to give judgment wis not whether 
ornot thisagreement should be altered, but 
tosay “ Aye 2 oie Nay ” to the agreement. 
What was the Motion that would be put 
before IIou-e? It that the 
Seleet Committee's Report be adopted, SO 
that when this agreement came back to 
the ILouse the House would not have any 
authority to alter a single stop or comma 
init. The noble Lord, who made this 
agreement on behalf of the Government, 
would make it a vote of confidence in 
limself, which would mean that they 
could not give @ vote which would at all 
imperil the continuance, so long as_ his 
Party was in power, of his tenure at the 
Post Office. 


no 


! 
the Was 


When the proposal Was made last 
year to send this agreement to a 
Select Committee, he spoke immediately 
after the noble Lord, and assented to it, 
because he thought the Committee would 
then investigate the whole matter before 
adefinite decision was arrived at. But 
now, after it came back from the Select 
Committee, every Member of the House 
would be denied the opportunity of mak- 
ing any Amendment to the agreement, 
becanse the noble Lord had said they 
must take it or leave it, for the 
recommendations which the Select Com- 
mittee would make to the noble Lord 
Would not give sufficient opportunity to 
the House to discuss it. Ina matter of this 
kind the public thought that the immense 


VL. COXLVIL [Fourrm Seetes.] 


AY 1905} 


1ol4 


(Te I phone Agr ement). 


Parliamentary influence of the persons 
involved in an agreement of this kind 
allowed them to make terms which ought 
to he very fully end completely inquired 
into, and the House, as the matter at 
present stood, had not sufficient opper- 
tunity todo that. In the ordinary accep- 
tation of the word “ Select Committee,” 
this House would imagine that such 
a Committee would examine into both 
sides of the argument and makea Report ; 
that they would call witnesses as to 


the merits and demerits of the 
proposal containe! in the Bill, and 
would be able to alter the Bill or 


they would be able to present a Report 
without looking at the Bill at all. ‘Then 
there was a Select Committee to which a 
Bill might be referred, which could alter 
every clause of the Bill if they chose, so 
thatit did net do for the hon. Member for 
King’s Lynn to say they could not 
appoint a Committee to deal with this 
agreement in way. This House 
could give a Select Conumittee power to 
or with 


agree- 


any 


deal with any one of the clauses 


the whole of the clauses of this 


ment exactly in the same wav as refer 
night be given to a Select Com 


mittee to deal with any Bill. 


ence 


A further reason why they should 
be careful was that the whole agree 
ment was based upon what was 
called the tramways arrangement, it 
being altogether forgotten that the tram- 
ways had a continued monopoly and that 
this telephone company had to stop on 
acertaindate. So that there was and could 
not be any comparison whatever. Now 
what he desired to come to was this, the 
noble Lord apparently was willing to listen 
to suggestions from the Select Committee. 
He was willing that this agreement should 
go to the Select Committee and that any 
suggestions. they made should be con- 
sidered in the House. In his opinion 
that would be a Parliamentary procedure 
for which there was no precedent what- 
ever. ‘There was no precedent for a 
Committee making suggestions as to 
Amendments and making no Amend- 
ments. He wished the noble Lord to keep 
an Open mind upon this matter and not 
to make it a matter of confidence, a con- 
dition of things which would leave them 
in a very much freer position than they 
were at present. _ Therefore |.e proposed 


QN 
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to add aiter the word ‘“‘agreement” 
the words ‘ with such Amendments if 
any as may be deemed expedient.” 
It might be that no Amendments would 
be Tequired at all, but what was the use 
of allthis? What was the use of havinga 
Select Committee to strengthen the right 
hon. Gentleman as to his policy if that 
Select Committee was not to be allowed 
to alter or amend any particular clause 
in the agreement? He might 
perfect confidence in the agreement 
he had made, but even then he 
would be consoled by the fact that he 
would have a majority of his supporters 
upon the Committee. Therefore he 
submitted that the noble Lord ought to 
be able to accept this Amendment. Sucha 
thing would add great force to the recom- 
mendations of the Committee, andhe firmly 
believed it would save much time when 
the recommendations came back to the 
House, He asked the noble Lord to 
accept this Amendment, which involved 
a very important question of policy. As 
they stood to-day no one would be 
satisfied that sending the agreement 
to a Select Committee would be of 
any use whatever without power being 
given to that Committee to alter it. 
‘To send it to a Select Committee without 
such power as that would be a farce, and 
therefore he appealed with confidence to 
the noble Lord to accept his Amendment 
and shorten the discussion. He begged 
to move. 


Amendment proposed — 


“In line 5, after the word ‘agreement,’ to 
insert the words ‘with such Amendments, if 
any, as may he deemed expedient. ”~—(Mr. 


Dalziel ) 


Quest on proposed, “‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) said it ap- 
peared to him that there was a grave 
doubt whether, under the terms of refer- 
ence as they stood, it would be in the 
power of the Chairman of this Committee 
to carry out the pledges of the noble 
Lord. They had all heard those pledges, 
and, so far as he was concerned, with one 
exception, they were satisfactory, But the 
moment the Committee was set up the 
power of the noble Lord to redeem his 
pledges was gone. He had no power over 


Mr. Dalz le i. 


‘COMMONS} 


| out of order. 


have | 
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the Commiitee, and supposing the Com- 
mittee proceeded, in pursuance of the 
pledges the noble Lord had given, to con- 
sider the suggestions made by the Com- 
mittee in their recommendations, the 
Chairman of the Committee might say 
the terms of reference did not contemplate 
any Amendment and therefore they were 
Where was the noble Lord 
then? He would be under pledges to 
this House, but his power to redeem those 
pledges would be absolutely gone, and he 
would find himself in this House in the 
position of a person who is denicd the 
facility to redeem pledges which he has 
made with the best will in the world, and 
there would be no remedy. he last clause 
of the agreement would come into force 
because the House of Commons would be 
asked to decide this matter without hear- 
ing those recommendations which the 
Committee wished, but were not allowed 
to make, and if they did not decide then 
the agreement would come into force after 
August ‘3lIst whether they sanctioned 
it or not. Therefore it was neces. 
sary to see whether the terms of re- 
ference made it binding on the Chair- 
man of the Committee te carry out the 
pledges given by the noble Lord. That 
was his first point, and the words of his 
hon. friend below him had that for their 
object. 


He passed to another point of some 
importance in regard to which 
pledge of the noble Lord did not satisfy 
him. What the Committee was called 
upon to do under the terms of the refer- 
ence was to recommend alterations in 
this ayreement. He did not agree with 
his hon. friend below him on one point, 
and he did agree with the noble Lord 
that it would be against all precedent to 
_ give, if it were possible to give, to a Com- 
mittee upstairs the power of alteriag this 
agreement. The thing was not practic: 
able, because an agreement was an agree- 
ment { between two parties, and the 
moment the Committee upstairs altered 
the agreement then that agreement was 
at an end, because unless the other party 
agreed to the alterations it was no longer 

the agreement that was entered into, 
| Therefore, the demand to allow the 
Committee upstairs to alter this agree- 
| was an impossible demand, What they 
'wanted was this: They wanted full 
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power, and they wanted it made clear in 
the terms of reference given to the 
Committee, to recommend alterations in 
the agreement. 


That brought him to his second point, 
where he disigreed with the noble 
Lord. He did not think the Committee 
ought to be compelled by the wording 
of the reference to report whether 
“on the balance” they thought this 
agreement ought to be accepted or not, 
He objected to that. He thought they 
ousht to be allowed to report in any of 
three ways, either whether ‘fon the 
bidanee” the agreem-nt ought to be 
annulled, or that it ought to be accepted 
ii the public interest, or they ought to 
he allowed to make an open Report saying 
that, in event of certain alterations being 


made which they recommended, they 
would recommend that the  agree- 


ment be accepted. Under the terms of 
reference as they now stood they would 
not be allowed to do that. Why should 
not they be allowed to make such a 
Report, because that was the Report which 
he thought they ought to be allowed to 
make, namely, that they were in favour 
of the agreement being made with the 
telephone company in the public interest, 
but not on the terms of the present 
agreement. Then the agreement would be 
altered and would go back in that form to 
the telephone company and the tele- 
phone company, With all the chances before 
them, Would agree to accept the modifi- 
cations suggested by this House, or go a 
long Way in that direction. Why, then, 
si0uld the Government tie up the hands 
of the Committee, and thus give Warning 
to the telephone company that they 
only had to stand firm to get what they 
wanted. He claimed that the terms of 
reference were most skilfully drawn so 
asto turn the p-oceedings of the Com- 
mittee into an absolute mockery, because 


the Committee of the House of Commons, | 


alter the recommendations of the Select 
Committee were brought before them, 
were tied to two great alternatives, 
either to destroy the agreement alto- 
gether, or to accept it with a!l its faults. 
The Committee might hesitate greatly 
in the public interest, and say, “ We will 
accept it;”? but, on the other hand, 
Were they to tell the Committee to 
devote weeks of labour; to examine 
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witnesse3 with great expense; to make 
a series of recommendations, but to 
wind up their inquiry by the adoption 
of the agreemant, and thereby stultify 
themselves ¢ Because, did anybody sup- 
pose that the telephone company, with 
such a point in their hands, would ever 
take the trouble to read over the re- 
commendations of the Committee undec 
such circumstance ; ¢ 


They were engaged on a very im- 
portant discussion Which might mean 
millions to the public of this country. 
These great contracts were very seriou; 
matters. He did not protess to know 
anything about this matter, and it 
was not in the least necessary that he 
should know anything about it, but it 
was & very technical tmitter, and the 
House ought to proceed cautiously 
because of that fact, and because it 
involved a quest.on of millions. He had 
heard it stated that if this matter were 
carefully considered, and the principles, 
even of the tramways terms, applied 
strictly to this bargain, that the tele- 
phone company would get £2,000,000 
less for their interest. He did not know 
if that was true, but, in any case, the 
House ought to be very careful in 
regard to anything in respect to which 
such a statement could be made, and 
it should do its best to get the 
best terms possible. He did not 
blame the noble Lord, because he had 
done the best according to his judg- 
ment; all he said was that the House 
should have a word in the matter; 
but, because the noble Lord had made 
what he thought to be the best terms 
possible, he had drawn the terms of 
reference in such a Way as to make the 
labours of the Committee absolutely 
nugatory. He suggested that the noble 
Lord should leave it open to the Com- 
mittee to send down to the House what 
he called an open Report to the effect, if 
they held that opinion, that they coa- 
sidered it extremely desirable in the 
interests of the public service that the 
telephones should be bought up, and that 
on certain lines and terms which they 
they would agree to the 
But if those terms were not 
make no 


suggested 
purchase. 
made then they agreed to 
recommendations. 
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(Hartlepool) said he personally knew | agreement should not become binding on 
nothing about this matter, but he had | August 29th, but that the House should 


noticed in the papers first on one day 
that the contract between the Govern- 
ment and the telephone company had 


been made, and then that the shares | 


of the telephone company had gone up. 
Then a day or two afterwards that state- 
ment was contradicted and it was said 
that the shares had gone down. The 
hon. Baronet on the other side of the 
House had informed the House that 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Wolverhampton was the chairman 
of the telephone company. That was 
news to him, but the hon. Baronet 
then complained of the absence of the 


right hon. Gentlemen in this debate. He 
should have considered it would have 


been in very bad taste if the right hon. 
Gentleman had been in his place on this 
eecasion, ant he commended him, if he 
were connected with this company in 
any Way, upon his absenee that afternoon. 
It would have been very much better if 
others had also been He had 
heard certain insinuations with regard to 
this matter and he called them most 
unworthy insinuations, because he declined 
to believe that any Gentleman in this 
House had acted in this matter in any 
way unworthy of the best interests of the 
State. It seemed to him that this 
Amendment might be withdrawn if the 
noble Lord would agree to a suggestion 
which he ventured to make. It was 
perfectly clear to any business man that 
the terms which had been entered into 
could not be varied by any Committee 


absent. 


upstairs. It was quite clear that 
it was within the province of that 
Committee to make alterations in this 


provisional agreement which would not 
be in any way binding on the Telephone 
Company. Both sides must agree, before 
it could bea binding agreement, but it 
did seem to him that the difficulty might 
be easily got over. Let them assume 


that this Committee recommended that | 


the noble Lord should see the telephone | 


company and made certain sugcestions ; 
the noble Lord should consider those 
suggestions, and after the Committee had 
reported, place himself in communication 


with the telephone compiny, and if he | 


was unable to obtain any modification 


in this provisional agreement, he shculd | 


have an opportunity of discussing this 
matter. 


Lorp STANLEY: The hon. Buironet 


|could not have been in the House when 


IT was speaking, for what he has asked for 
I have already offered, 


Sir CHRISTOPHER FURNESS said 
he did not understand the roble Lord 
to give such an undertaking as that, but 
if he had done so he was satisfied, 


Lorp STANLEY here interjected 
remark not heird in the 
gallery. 


which was 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) 


said he had taken) part in a good 
many discussions In connection with 
this agreement with respect to the 


telephone Company. — He had opposed 
all these agreements because it always 


appeired to tum that for some reason 


or other the company always got 
the — best of the publie and the 
Post Office. But if the noble Lord 


would accept the suggestion of his hon, 
friend he thought this agreement would 
be most desirable and it would be 
very desirable see it carried out. 
The hon. Member for Mayo pointed out 
that the noble Lord was not entirely free 
in this matter, They had not only to 
deal with the noble Lord but also with 
the telephone company itself, The 
company had its agreement, a most wl 
fair agreement, he thought, so far as they 
were concerned, [It was to continue its 
existence until 191] and then it was to 
he bought under certain conditions, It 
was admitted that it was injurious to the 
public that the telephone company 
should act under that agreement until 
the year 1911, and therefore he thoughtit 
was most desirable that they should come 
to some arrangement with the company 
to enable the service to be freer before 
then than it was at present. His hon. 
friend had proposed this Amendment. 
The words were as fol'ows, “ With such 
Amendments, if any, as may bedeemed ex- 
pedient.”” He presumed his hon, friend 
meant that he would have the agreement 
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taken clause by clause, and that Amend- 
ments should be moved one by one on 
those clauses. 


Mr. DALZIEL sud he recognised that 
as the agreement was a provisional one it 
might be inconvenient to take it clause 
by clause, and he would alter his Amend- 
ment by making it “suggested Amend- 
ments.” 


Lorp STANLEY I could not accept 
that 

Me. LABOUCHERE said the question 
was that Amendments might have te be 


itself, and he 
did not see how that would be possible or 
how it could be dealt with in the avree- 
ment itself, and he did not see how his 
hon. friend could deal with the matter at 
ill by way of suggested Amendments. 
The Committee look 
matter and discuss it, and issue 
their Report, and then what he 
done would be to move Amendments in 
this House the Report itsell. He 
tuought itcould be done under the Motion 
itvelf. Butif there was anv doubt onthe 
matter, then he suggested to the noble 
Lord that if he thought it might be 
desirable that any the recommen 


taken on the agreement 


into the 
then 


would 


would 


on 


of 


dations should come before the House as 
the recommendations of the Com- 
mittee, they might add these words, 
or words in this form, “either in its 
accepted form or in any form In which 
it is suggested by the Committee.” 
That was the ground of obje tion. 

Lord STANLEY: It is the same 
thing. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE said it was not 


quite the same thing. The House would 
have to receive the Report, and, assuming 
there were certain suggested alterations, 
the noble Lord would have to consider 
those suygested alterations himself, and 
ithe were of opinion that tt was desirable 
that they should be made, be would go 
tothe company and say, “ You hold us 
perfectly fast; you may say that T have 


made a provis ional agreement subject to 
Matification by the House; but T think 
the si Ire, sted alterations ate sound, ima 
Tsubmut it te you, Whether im your own 
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interest, and in theinterest of the public, 
it would not be desirable that you should 
give your assent to them.” But as the 
agreement stood, the company could 
refuse its assent; and he wanted to make 
it as easy as possible for the noble Lord, 
to whom he thought the House owed a 
debt of gratitude for the agreement he 
had come to. The company had on 
previous occasions been very difficult to 
deal with; if had always been in favour 
of its pound of flesh, and it had the power 
now to stand up fon and to insist on its 
much to the harm of the 
untilthe vearJ9Lt. Hegathered 
Lord wished the Commit- 


pound ot flesh, 
Country 
that the 


noble 


tee to be able to make recommendations ; 
that being so, there being many Mem- 


bers on that side of the House who did 
not think it would be possible under the 
present wording of the Motion, he hop ad 
the noble Lord would accept such words 
as he had read out, or words tantamount 
to them, sc as to make the matter clear. 


desired to make his 
\s representing 


Lorp STANLEY 


position perfectly clear. 
I ; 


the Post Office he had mace the best 
agreement that he possibly could—-in his 
own opinion at allevents—in the in- 


and he believed 


terests of the country, 
~ that avyieement was the utmost that 
they could expect, but he wished to be 


fortified with the opinion of a Select 
Cominittee ol the House. The proposed 
Select Committee had the full powers 
which appertained to every Select Com- 


would be able to declare what 
its opinion of the is, also in 
what part ifany,it thought ae igreement 
defective. That clone red 
Conimittee bees 
neither adding to nor taking away from 
it. When the Committee had considered 
the question it would make its recommen- 
dation as to whether in the best mterests 
of the country the House should accept the 
agreement or not, giving its reasons. He 
had not the slightest pride in this matter, 
and if he found that his judgment had 
been wrong, and it the Committee found 
that he bad wrong, he would not 
hesitate to the House of 
Commons. He would then let the agree- 
ment drop, as he could do by means of a 
vole the House of and 
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He really thought that that was all the 
House of Commons ought to ask him to 
do. Personally, he believed that the 
Committee would find that this agreement 
was in the best interests of the country, 
and he could not accept the Amendment. 


Mr. McCRAE said the noble Lord had 
just stated that this Committee would 
have full powers, but they on that side 
of the House were afrail that those 
powers were somewhat circumscribed by 
the terms of the reference. 


Lorp STANLEY: No. 


Mr. McCRAE said that was where the 
difference of opinion came in, and he 
suggested, in order to make it clear that 
the Committee had full power to con- 
sider the whole matter, that the noble 
Lord should strike out the words after 


‘report ” in order to insert, ‘‘as to any 


recommendations thereon.” That pre- 
served the attitude of the noble Lord, 
and it would also meet the wishes of hon. 
Members on that side of the House. 


Mr. LOUGH said he would not be 


surprised if they were at a complete | 


agreement, but they on that side of the 


House felt, whether rightly or wrongly, | 


that if the reference was maintained in its 
present wording the Committee would 
or might be restrained from making a full 
examination of the subjects which this 
agreement raised. They only wanted to 
be sure that the Committee would be 


quite free to examine the whole question | 


and to make whatever Report it pleased, 
and he thought that uf from the end of 


the reference there had been omitted the | 


words ‘and to report whether it is 


desirable in the public interest that the | 


agreement should become binding,” the 
matter would have been nearly all right. 


Mr. DILLON 
simply. 


«TT, report. thereon”’ 


Mr. LOUGH said that ifthe words had 
been “ T'o consider and report on the pro- 
posed agreement” they would have 
taken no objection at all. Ultimately 
the House of Commons would have to 
decide this matter; but they would not 
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question unless the Committee was left 
perfectly free. They wanted the Com- 
mittee to examine the agreement from 
every standpoint, and to look at the 
telephone question from every stand- 
point, and then to make a wide and open 
Report. If the noble Lord would make 
the matter entirely open they would be 
satisfied, and the debate would come to 
anend. 





Lorp STANLEY said thatt{the present 
Amendment were withdrawn, and the 
| House would agree to it, he would be 
willing to insert words so that the 
reference should read, ‘and to report 
| as to any recommendations thereon and 
whether it 1s desirable in the public 
interest that the agreement should become 
| binding.’ That would be inserting the 
the words suggested by the hon. Member 
for Kast Edinburgh. For his own satisfae- 
tion he desired the Committee to say 
whether they considered it desirable 
in the public interest that the agreement 
should become binding. 


Mr. DILLON said that was exactly 
what he objected to, as if was making 
the matter in the Committee a question 
of conf'dence in the Government, denying 
to the Committee the power to give an 
open Report. They would then get, not 
the true mind of the Committee, but 
only the mind of the noble Lord's 
| supporters. 


Mr. KEARLEY suggested that it 
would meet the views of the Opposition 
if the noble Lord would leave out. all 
words alter © report ” and invert 
“thereon.” 


Mr. DILLON said that would not do 
at all, The noble Lord wished to retain 
| the words “whether it is desirable that 
ithe agreement should hecome binding.” 
|The agreement was the noble Lord's 
‘agreement, and he wanted to foree the 
(committee to say whether or not thes 
/approved of his agreement. That was 
| what the Committee cuvht not to le 
| forced to do. 

| Lorp STANLEY said that fer lis own 
| Satisfaction and justification, he must 


have the necessary information to enable | ask the House to keep those words 1. 
them to givea full judgment upon the! If there were any words he could «dd 


Lord Stan ley, 
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which would give a third alternative he | 


was perfectly ready to put them in, but 
he must insist on retaining in the 
Resolution the words ‘whether it is 
desirable in the public interest that the 
agreement should become binding.” 


Mr. KEARLEY: With recommenda- 


tions. 


Lorp STANLEY: I am quite ready 
to put in “and any recommendations 
thereon.” 


Me. DILLON: The noble Lord does 


not see my point. 


Lorp STANLEY: I quite see the 
point of the hon. Member. That is where 
we differ. 


Mr. DILLON asked whether — it 
amounted t» this—that the noble Lord 
objected to leaving it to the Committee 
to give an_opeil Report. 


Lorp STANLEY : No, 


Mr. DILLON said the retention cf 
these words did not leave it open to the 
Committee. Under them the Chairman 
and the Committee would be bound to 
bringupa Report for or against the noble 
Lord's proposal, and he would not allow 
the Committee, even if they wishel to 
doso, to give an open Report saying—— 


Lorp STANLEY: We seem to be 
nearly in agreement, 
Mr. DILLON: But still it is an 


important point. 


Lorp STANLEY: The words are— 

“Whether it is desirable in the public 
interest that the agreement should become 
binding with or without modification.” 

I will read it to the House. I do not 
know whether the hon. Member will then 
withdraw his Amendment. It will then 
read—- 


“That a Select Committee be appointed to 


consider the Agreement of February 2nd, 1905, | 
se i | the Government had two more Members 


hetween the Postmaster-General and the 
National Telephone Company, and to report as 
to any recommendations thereon ; whether it is 
desirable in the public interest that the agree- 
ment shall become binding with or without 
modifications. ” 
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Mr. DALZIEL said that under the 
circumstances he should be willing to 
withdraw his Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Main Question amended, in line 4, by 
inserting, after the word “ Report,” the 
words “as to any recommendations 
thereon,” and in Ife 5, by adding, at 
the end of the Question, the words “ with 
or without modifications.” 


Amendment proposed— 


“ After the words last added, to add the 
words, ‘and also whether the interests of the 
employees of the National Telephone Company 
have been duly considered.’ ’—(Wr. Luke 
White.) 


Question proposed, *‘ That those words 
be there added.” 


Lorp STANLEY: I accept the addi- 
tion of those words, 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Main Question, as amended, agreed to. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a Select Committee be appointed 
to consider the Agreement of the 2nd 
day of February, 1905, between the 
Postmaster - General and the National 
Telephone Company, and to report as to 
any recommendations thereon whether it 
is desirable in the public interest that 
the Agreement should become binding, 
with or without modifications, and also 
whether the interest of the employees of 
the National Telephone Company have 
been duly considered.” 


“That Mr. Benn, Lord Bingham, Sir 
Horatio Davies, Mr. Keir Hardie, Mr. 
Helme, Sir William Holland, Mr. Lamb- 
ton, Mr. Morrison, Mr. Joseph Nolan, 
Sir Charles Renshaw, Colonel Royds, 
and Mr. Stuart-Wortley be nominated 
Members of the Committee.’ — (Lord 


Stanley.) 


Mr. DALZIEL said he noticed that 
on this Committee than the Opposition 
had, and as a rule in such Committees 
the Goverment only had a majority of 
one. He thought the noble Lord might 
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(Telephone Agreement). 
Lorp STANLEY: If the hon. Mem- 


of his own supporters on the Committee. | ber does not accept five I am ready to 


He raised this objection upon 
Bingham’s name, but he did not object 
to Lord Bingham any more than any 
other member of the Committee. He 
thought the Government should he 
content with one mere, and in view of 
the importance of this matter he sug- 
gested that the noble Lord should take 
one of his own supperters out, He might 
take out any one he pleased. 


Lorp STANLEY I do know 
exactly what the reht proportion on 
this Committee is between the two sides, 


not 


but if L find that the proportion 1S 
wrony— 
Mr. DALZINL: It 1s. 


Lorp STANLEY: Tam not sure that 
it is, but if I find that it is so, after con- 
sultation, I shall prefer to add one more 
to the Committee from the opposite side. 


Mr. DALZIEL sald he should be pet- 
fectly willing to accept that. If the 
noble Lord counted the Irish Members 
aS members of the Opposition he would 
find that the Government had a majority 
of two. He begged leave to withdraw 
his objection. 


Question put and agreed to. 


Motion made, and Question proposed 
‘That the Committee have power to send 
for persons, papers, and records,” —(Lord 
Stanley.) 


‘ 


(Question pul itiel aereed tay, 


Totton made, and Question proposed 


“Phat Three be the quortun.? (Lord 
Stanley.) 
Mr. DALAL sail that with regard 


to the 
quorum 


question of three being ’ 


Lorp STANLEY T am quite ready 
to make it five. 


Mr. LOUGH said 


important mutter and 


thi Was a 


Yr Da LZteu 


Lord | 





| 





stick to three. 


Question, “ That Five be the quorum,” 
put, and agreed to, 


Order dl, That a Select Committee be 
appointed tio consider the Agreement. of 
the 2ud day of February, 1905, hetween 
the Postmaster-Generaland the National 
Telephone Company, and to report as to 
ANY Pet ommendations thereom whether if 
is desirable in the publte meterest that 
the 
with on 
whether the mterests of the employ es ot 
the National Telephone Company jiave 
been duly considered. 


Avreement should become binding, 


without modifications, and alse 


Mr. Benn, Lord Bingham, Sir Horatio 
Davies, Mr. Keir Hardie, Mr. Helme, 
Sir William Holland, Mr. Lambton, Mr. 
Morrison, Mr. Joseph Nolan, Sir Charles 
Renshaw, Colonel Royds, and Mr. 
Stuart Wortley nominated metmbers of 
the Committee, 


Ordered, That the Committee have 
power to send for persons, papers, and 
records. 

Ordered, That Five be the quorum 
(Lord Stantl y.) 

FINANCE BILL. 

Considered in Committee. 

(fn the Committee. 

[Mi Pict Ris (LLatipshire N ) tn tue 

Chatr. | 


‘ 
(‘lause | 


Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barnstaple) 


| said the Amendment he wished to propose 


| Tt seemed 





” 


was to leave out the word “levied”? in 
line Is of the first clause. His object was 
to ask the Chancellor of the Ex hequet 
the reason why that word was inserted 
to him, in effect, to be a 
question more or less of verbiage. Ina 
Bill of this kind it was important that 


every word should be carefully con- 
sidered, and ther did not want a word 
Inserted which they did not know the 
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definite meaning of. It was not a 


question of a few pounds being dealt | because it 


with, because this Bill dealt with millions 
of pounds. He wished to know whether 
the word “levied” was a word of any 
service, and whether it was necessary for 
it to be inserted at all. Tn ancient times 


{22 May 1905} 


| 


| 
| 
| 
| 


lawyers used to be paid by the number | 
of words they could insert in a deed of | 


cove yancee and they used to get as many 
words as possible inserted which meant 


exactly the same thing. The word 
“levied ? had fallen into desuetude and 
they did not want it continued im “ets 


of Parhament. He had seirched for 
definitions of the word “levied? and be 
found that it meant “raised.” Uf the 


word ‘raised? were put In he thought 
the word “levied ” would not be required, 
In Clause 4 they found that certain rates 
were not to be charged any longer, aid it 
only stated that they should cease to be 
“chargeable” and ** leviable and 
payable.’ He begged to move 


not 


Amendment proposed 
ine 


“Th page |. line IS 


“levied.’—( Mr. Soares.) 


1 


to leave out the word 


Qu tion proposed, “That the word 
‘Jevied ? stand part ef the clause.” 
Toe CHANCELLOR or tHe EX 


CHEQUER (Mr. Austen CHAMBERLAIN, 


Worcestershire, E.) said he hoped 
the hon. Member would not think 
itnecessary to press this Amend- 


ment, 
the clause were those which had 
uniformly used in finance legislation for 
may Vears past. 


Bill, 


be inconvenience caused by its omission, 
might be argued that 
the House of Commons meant something 
different when the old form was used. 
The form adopted was the form which 
had appeared in every Finance Act for 
the past ten years. He hoped the hon. 
Member would that it was not 
quite a reasonable or necessary Amend- 
ment. He therefore suggested that they 
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agree 


| should adhere to the words whieh were 


customary, 


The form of words embodicd in | 
been | 


heecause any departure from 
them might be assumed te imply a 
difference of intention on the part of the 
House. He thought it would be a 
mistake to alter the 


could nob consent 


and 


to do 


custom, 
con equently hi 
so. He hop dthe Committee would not 
spend mucli time over very minute poimts 
of this character. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
said the acceptance of this Amendment 
would seriously alter the Bill. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) said he had often 
heard it said that they ought not to pay 
aby attention to good grammar in Aets of 
Parhament. If the werds ‘ charged and 
levied” in the case of 
the income-tax why should they go on 
for generations using this bad grammar. 
Hi hoped the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer would see his way to strike out 
all unnecessary words. 


Were satishictory 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) said if the 
right hon. was richt im 
Stating that there was a definition in an 


Gentleman 


| Act of the nature indicated, surely the 


It was not used in} 


connection with the inconie-tax beeause | 


Section 36 of the Act of 
the income-tax clause and provided that | 
the income-tax should be * charged, levied 
and paid.” The 
ittached to the single word “charged.” | 
He did not think there was much | 
substance in the addition of the | 
word, but as it had always been used | 


Sate 


1896 shortened | 


correct way to proceed would he to 
extend that definition to the tea duty, 
and not haye a differentiation between 
one tax and another. His hon, friend’s 


| Amendment, if carried, would bring that 
meaning was | about, 


Question put. 


fhe Committee divided :—- Aves, 214; 


m Acts of VParhament there might! Noes, 159. (Diviston List No. 102.) 
AYES 
ry 
wwg-Gardner, James Tynte Arnold-Fer:ter.Rt.Hn. Hugh ©. | Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Amew, Sir Andrew Noel Arrol, Sir William Balcarres, Lord , 
Whusen, Augustus Hen. Eden | Atkinson, Rt. Hen. John Baldwin, Alfred 
All opp, Hon. CGeerge Aubrey Fletcher, Rt. Hn Sie ET Balfour, Rt. Hu. A J (Manch’r 


Anson, Sir William Re vied Basot, Captufoceeline TitezRoy Balfour, Rt. Hen. &. Wiolheed 
rewnicht, John Stanhope Bailey, James (Walwerth) Banbury, Sir Frederick Geor 
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Barry. Sir Francis T. (Windsor) 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Beach, Rt. Hn. Sir Mich. Hicks 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

3ingham, Lord 

Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Bowles, Lt.-Col. H. F.(Middlesex 
Bowles, T.Gibson( King’s Lynn 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brown, Sir Alex. H. (Shropsh.) 
Butcher, John George 
Campbell, J.H.M.(DublinUniy. 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C.W.( Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J. (Birm. 
Chamberlain, fRt Hn... A.( Wore. 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. FE. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Celston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Craig, Chas. Curtis (Antrim, 8.) 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Denny, Colonel 

Dewar,Sir T.R.(Tower Hamlets 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, Rt. Hn. Sir Joseph C. 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
D,ke, Rt.Hn.Sir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Rt.Hn. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.Sir J.(Mane’r 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir R. BUInverness Bhs 
Firbank, Sir Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hay: 
Flower, Sir Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon.George Joachim 


Goulding, Edward Alfred 


Allen, Charles P. 
Ambrose, Robert 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
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| Graham, Henry Robert 
| Greene,Sir E.W(B’rySEdniv nds 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gunter, Sir Robert 
| Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Rt Hn LordG( Midd’ x 
Hamilton,Marq of( L’nd’nderry 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harris, F. Leverton (Tynenv th) 
Heath, Sir Jas. (Staffords.,N.W 
Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford, W. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope, J. F. (Sheffield. Brightside 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 
Hutton, John (Yorks., N.R.) 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Kimber, Sir Henry 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence,Sir Jose ph(Monm’th) 
Lawson, Jn.Grant (Yorks. N.R. 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W.( Bristol, 8.) 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lucas, Col, Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpeol) 
M‘Iver,Sir Lewis( Edinburgh, W 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Marks, Harry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, Rt Hn SirH. E(Wist'n 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Mitchell, William (Burnley) 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moore, William 
Morgan, D. wv. (Walthamstow) 
Morpeth, Viscount 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
O Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Pease. Herb. Pike (Darlington) 
Peel, Hn. Wim. Robert Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 


NOES. 


| Atherley-Jones, L. 
| Austin, Sir John 
| Barlow, John Emmett 
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| Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 


Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

2ankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Ridley, S. Forde 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
obertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Royds, Clement Molyneux ‘ 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford ' 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Sir H. S. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, H.C( North’ mb. Tyneside 
Smith, Rt. Hon. J. P. (Lanarks 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley,Edward Jas.(Somerset 
Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord (Lanes, 
Stewart,Sir Mark J. M’Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M, 
Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn. J.G(Oxf'd Univ. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Tuff, Charles 

Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Vincent Col. Sir C. EB. H(Sheftield 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walrond. Rt. Hn.Sir William H. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E(Taunton 
Welby,Sir Charles G. E.( Notts.) 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A. Stanley( Yerk, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd,Sir W.H.( Yorks.) 
Wolff, Gustay Wilhelm 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Col. WH. 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Sit 
@ Alexander Acland Hood 
and Viscount Valentia. 


| Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 
| Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
| Benn, John Williams 
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Blake, Edward 

soland, John 
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Burns, John 
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Harcourt, Lewis 

Harrington, Timothy 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharp 


Mr. FLYNN 
the words “or Ireland” 
in order to exclude 


moved the 


Ireland 
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Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E. 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. 
Hutton, Alfred KE. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 


| Johnson, John 
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Jones,William (Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michacl 

Kearley, Hudson FE. 

Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cayvan,W. 
Kilbride, Denis 

Lambert, George 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W.) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir Jos. F. (Accrington) 
Leng, Sir John 
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O Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon, N.) 
Malley, William 

(Mara, James 


omission of 
in line 19, 


from British 


commend itself to 
hoped it weuld not be distasteful to 
Membeis. In 


Bill. 1054 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Parrott, William 
| Partington, Oswald 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Pirie, Dunean V. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 
Priestley, Arthur 
tea, Russell 
Reddy, M. 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
eid, Sir R.Threshie (Dumfries 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
tobson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 
Rose, Charles Day 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Clevelanc ) 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spencer, Rt.Hn.C. R (Northants 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Stevenson, Francis \. 
Sullivan, Donal 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
{ Tennant, Harold John 
| Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 
Toulmin, George 
Trevelyan, Charles Philip: 
Ure, Alexander 
Wallace, Robert 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley, 
| Wason, Jn. Cathcart (Orkney) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, George ( York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
| Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
| Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Young, Samuel 
| Yoxall, James Henry 


} 


rHE NoOES—Mr. 
Barran. 


| TELLERS FOR 
Soares and Mr. 


Irish Members, he 


the first place 





the operation of the proposed tea duty 
of sixpence the pound. His object in 
making the Motion was two-fold—firstly, 
in the interest of the poorer classes of 
Ireland, and secondly, because this was 
the proper Parliamentary way to propose 
a differentiation between the amount of 
tea duty in Ireland and the other portions 
of the United Kingdom. Tf this Amend- 
ment should be carried, he would move 
another Amendment to provide that the 
tea duty in Ireland should be threepence 
the pound. While his propesal would 


Ireland was a country where tea was 
very largely consumed by the worki g 
population who were extremely poor; 
and therefore Ireland felt the burden of 
this tax more than either Scotland or 
England. Not so many years ago there 
was a school of thought, which included 
a large proportion of the population of 
these islands, in favour of a free break- 


fast table—a school which was sup- 
ported by One of the greatest 
Finance Ministers of this country. But 


since then thev had travetfed far im an 
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opposite direction; for now there were 
heavier duties on all the elements which 
constituted the spread of a breakfast 
table, such as tea and sugar, except the 
loaf of bread, than there had been for a 
long period. The Trish people had 
always protested against the tea duty 
being Imposed upon them. The pious 
aspitation for a free breakfast table had 
not been realised, and ip an opposite 
direction the ery had gone up to broaden 
the basis of taxation. That meant, of 
course, that the taxation was 
to be taken off the shoulders of those 
best to bear it and put on 
the already over - weighted backs of 
the poor. If that were true in regard 
to this country, how much more 
in regard to the working population of 
Ireland. It would be easy, he contended, 
to make out a case for the entire exemp- 
tion of Ireland from tea duty. 


load of 


able 


The late Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
the right hon. Member for West 
Bristol, used the argument that the 
high duty on tea should be maintained 
because it necessary to ,Taise 
taxation in order to meet the 
mous expense of the late South African 
War, and that the working classes who 
had steadily supported that Inglorious 
and wasteful campaign by their votes 
and every other manifestation of their 


was 


enor- 


feelings ought not to compla'n of an in- | 


crease of the tea duty. But that argu 
ment did not apply to Ireland or to the 
Trish people. Therefore, they were justi- 
fied in protesting against the tea duty 
when it was raised from 4d. to 6d., and 
from 6d, to &d. They acknowledged 
‘hat the Chancellor of the Hxchequet 
has taken heart of vrace and reduced this 
duty from Sd. to Gd. per Ib., but the duty 
was still too heavy; and he claimed that 
[reland had a strong and overwhelming 
case for total exemption from the tea duty, 


He had no doubt they would he told that 
to exempt Ireland from tea duty would in- 
volve the settiig up of si parate Custom- 


lhonses in Ereland and Great Britains, He 
did not acknowledge that For manv 
years the tea duty was collected in 


Treland by the Excise authorities and 
not by the Customs. IH spirits could 
be moved from one country to the other | 
by the E-cise could be 


moved in eva There 


authorities, tea 


tly the same w 


Mr. Flynn, 
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| was, therefore, nothing in the separate 


Custom - house argement. Tea was 
moved in bulk in the same manner as 
spirits and it could be followed to where 
it was consumed and the duty imposed 
there. The chests could be marked in a 
certain manner and it would be impossible 
to smugele it in large quantities, At the 
present moment there were countries 
where there was a heavy duty on tea, but 
ladies who were fond of an afternoon cup 
of what was called English te1—of cours: 
it was not English tea—were allowed to 
take small quantities of tea into those 
countries; but the Custom-house authon- 
ties did not allow them to take in large 
quantities in bulk. Therefore the dith- 
culty which might be raised by the 
lreasury and by the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer in regard to the exemption of Ire- 
'and could be easily surmounted. Irish 
Members had at present to complain of the 
Customs and Excise authorities who took 
very little trouble to trace the moyeiient 
of articles of trade and 
between Treland and this country; and 
if they wanted to ascertain the volume 
of trade between Treland and (Great 
Britain they were told it could not be 
viven. The mere fact that it was difficult 
was ho argument against the attempt 
being msde to ascertain it. The officials 
of the Customs were not so overburdened 
with work that they could not devise re- 
culations to prevent smuggling or illegal 
transit of tea between the two countries, 
For the reasons stated he contended that 
Ireland was entitled to this exemption ; 
and he begged to move 


consumption 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, Ki.) seconded the 
Metion of his hon. friend the Member ior 
North Cork. The main justification for 
the proposal was the vital fact stated to 
the House the other day, that while in 
this country the proportion direct, 
taxation was 48 to 52 of indirect. taxa- 
tion, the proportion in Treland was 25 
per cent. of direct taxation and 75 per 
cent, of indirect taxation, These figures 
showed how, by the system of so-called 
equal burden, [reland was overweighted. 
Ion lune years after the principle ot 
equal burden had been accepted in this 
country they were told of its injustice to 
the poorer classes of Kngland and that 
ayation should at Jeast be equal 
to hatt of the whole taxation, of not mole 
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than half. But in Ireland the classes 
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part, he would be prepared to adopt a 


ge paid indirect taxation contributed | different method ; namely, that a portion 
| of the revenue collected should be returned 


) per cent, of the whole, and that in 
itself condemned the 
taxation as applied to Treland. 
system of taxation when ap plied In one 
country might be just and even generovs 
to all classes in that country which was 
prosperous in its trade; but it might 
be cruelly unjust to the population 
of another country which was poor. 
Taxation was applied to Ireland which 
was only suitable to Great Britain; then 
mitigation was tried; but vet the House 
would not to any difference of 
taxation as between the two countries 
because it might involve the ereetion of 
Custom-houses and other impediments 
totrade. There, again, arose the difference 


The same 


agree 


between England and Ireland. They 
had learned in this country that the 
more the impediments to trade were 


removed the more the people flourished. 
No such freland, 
The great principles of free trade had 
not brought prosperity and wealth, but 
ruin and misery Ireland. All trish 
affairs were considered and settled, not 
in relation to the circumst of the 
Irish nation, but to the circumstances of 
another nation HLon, 
Members that: 


lesson Was learned in 


to 
ances 


altogether, 


admitted all 


opposite 


but yet they said they would not consent 
to break up the United Kingdom and 
introduce separate tarifis. They argued 
that a reduction in the duty on tea 


would involve separate Custom-houses. 


It might involve a small amount of 
inconvenience; but it was not true 
tO Say it would involve Separate 
Custom-houses. Tis own impression 


that separate Custom-houses as 
between England and Ireland only ceased 
to exist in 1820, 
which was a very important frish export, 
differed in the two countries down to 
Is60; the difference being much greater 


was 


| realise 


The duty on whisky, | 


English system of | 


to an Irish body responsible to the Irish 
people for the 1 enefit. of the poor of the 
country, not in a demoralising way. but 
in order to develop the resources of the 
country. That would, however, be im- 
possible until there was a body responsible 
to the people; and as long as there was 
no such body to control the expenditure 
the money would certainly be wasted. 
Therefore, they were stopped on that line. 
They now, however, were proposing a 
specific remedy ; namely, that bee huge 
injustice of the undue burden of indirect 
taxation in Treland should be mitigated. 
The difficulty in connection with separate 


Custom-houses had been greatly ex 
aggerated; but, in any event, the 
Government were bound to take some 


steps to obviate the injustice, That was 
the first duty of the Government. 


the 
to over- 


He believed that a deal 
misfortune of Treland was due 
taxation, It was an enormous difficulty ; 
tted that the House did not 
extent to which it had 
kept the people in poverty and 
discouraged enterprise of every kind. 
[t was an admitted experience im the 
history of nations that there was a 
certain point of over-taxation which 
rendered it absolutely impossible to 
accumulate wealth or — successiully 
carry on trade or manufacture. They 
in Ireland had been prevented from 
accumulating wealth fact that 
among other causes taxation was out of 
all proportion to the taxable capacity of 
the people. It was very difficult for 
q aa to appreciate that view. 
Ireland a million sterling of over- 


creat 


and he reere 


the 


from the 


r} 
i 


iv 
nye 


in 


| taxation should be multiplied thirty or 


| over taxation of 


than that now proposed in the case of | 


tea. Whisky was a product of 
country; and the danger of smuggling 
was therefore infinitely greater than in 
the case of tea, which was not grown in 
Ireland; and which it was easy to see 
Was not exported, 


He admitted that™a certain amount of 


the | 


ihe felt 


inconvenience would be involved if the | 


For his own 


forty times as regarded England ; and the 
Ireland by £2,500,000 
represented something like £90,000, 000 
in England. Would not that be con- 
sidered a serious matter for a 
wealthy country like Kngland. Only the 
other day the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Bristol declared that 
the greatest foreboding at the 
increase of taxation and expenditure in 
this country. What must be the opinion 
of a man who applied his mind with a 
sympathetic spirit Treland. In that 


eve! 
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country taxation had doubled in fifty 
years, whereas the wealth of England 
had increased at least tenfold during 
that period. Ireland, on the contrary, 
was poorer to-day than it was sixty or 


seventy vears ago; and although the 
vealth of the country had decreased its 
taxation was trebled. A case such as 
they were making was not met by 


silence or by voting it down. It was a 
question ot principle, and the Covern- 
ment were bound to produce some 
scheme which would give some hope to 


the Irish people. 


Amendment proposed- - 


“In pave |, line 19, to leave out the words 
€or Treland.’’?—(Mr. Flynn.) 


Question proposed 
‘or Treland’ stand part of the Clause.” 


Me. ELLIOT (Durham) said that easy 
communication between Great Britain 
and [reland had enormously improved 
during the last seventy or eighty years. 
That Dublin and Belfast should get any 
amount of tea they wanted free from 
taxation and that Liverpool and Glasgow 
should pay 6d. per pound more for their 
tea, and that in the absence of all Custom- 
house restrictions between the two 


countries, was an impossible suggestion. | 


Every grocer would naturally go to Ire- 
land to obtain his tea, so as to retail itin 
this country at an enormous profit. They 
should consider the relations, not only 
between one financial entity and another, 
but between one man and another, and 
it would not be just that the inhabitants 
of Dublin or Belfast should pay 6d. per 
pound less for tea than the inhabitants of 
Liverpool and Glasgow, 


Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.) said it 
was absolutely essential to reduce the tea 
daty as far as possible in Treland, because 
of the present condition of that im- 
poverished country. It could not be too 
olten repeated in the House that to the 
Irish people generally, the mass of 
whom were the poorest and worst fed 
people in Europe, tea was the first 
necessity of life. Although a great deal 
was heard in the House of the evils of 
intemperance and the measures suggested 
for the prevention of that great and 
crying evil, the Government would not do 


Mr, Dillon, 
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that which, above all, would Co most to 
promote temperance in Ireland, namely, 
make tea cheaper. There should not 
be any difficulty about it, seeing that the 
Minority Report of the Childers’ Com- 


mission found that in the matter of 
taxation England and Treland were 


separate fiscal entities. It was absurd to 
siy that they were to regard the peasaat 
of Connemara being in the same 
position as a rich yeoman of Yorkshire, 
and it was forgotten also that at the 
time of the Union Lreland was altovether 
independent of Britain, that the 
very Union was based on the idea that 
there was to be a separate system 
of taxation, and that, even in IS816 and 
1817, it was expressly provided that 
abatements and exemptions should 
be had in respeet to particular thiigs 
which were affected at the time. Kveu 
in 1860, as had been pointed out, there 
were separate duties. The duties of the 
two countries were not assimilated on any 
grounds of convenience of collection, but 
on general Imperial grounds. It was 
quite possible to put heavy penalties on 
any person who tried to smuggle tea from 
Ireland into England, and since they had 
to pay aheavy bill to the Treasury it was 
not too much to expect that they should 
provide officials smart enough to s‘op 
smuggling. 


as 


[t was most unjust to ask [reland to pay 
an extra 24. in the £ on account of the 
South African War, out of which they got 


nothing. ‘The indirect taxes of Lreland 
in ratio with the direct taxes were 


as 75> to 25, and it had always been 
the policy of this country to assimi- 
late and make equal as far as possible 
the direct and indirect taxation. ‘The 
taking eff of 24. on tea would not re- 
duce the indirect taxation to the level of 
direct taxation, but it would go some 
way towards it, and he thought the 
argument that it could not be done be- 
cause it would be troublesome to manipu- 
late Was most unjust. So far as he Was 
concerned he would vote for a reduction 
of 4d. on tea all round, but if that could 
not be done there was no reason why Ire- 
land, which suffered much more than the 
rest of the country from this imposition, 
should not be relieved. He should sup- 
port the Amendment, and in doing 80 
considered he had advocated nothing that 
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was impossible to be obtained, aad that 
it would only be a measure of justice that 
Ireland should be considered in this 
matter, 


Me. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
he would not repeat the arguments 
which he put forward when discussing 
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the general question of the financial | 


relations between Great Britain 


and | 


freland, nor would he argue as to the) 


amount of mconvenience cost to 
traders on both sides of the Trish 
Channel that would be involved in the 


or 
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payer than was the case in Great Britain. 
This was true, but it did not follow that 
the amount of indirect taxation collected 
in Ireland was greater per heal of the 
population than in England. The con- 
trary, of Course, was truce, and the con- 
tribution of direct taxes per head of 


| population in Great Britain was greater 


than in Ireland. The contributioa per 
head of population in Trelind was not 
geater, and the tax was not greater ; 
and he could not be a party to the sug- 
gestion that they should have one rate of 
taxes in Ireland and another and heavier 


| rate of taxes for the same class of people 


execution of such a proposal as had been 
made Under the Amendment he | 
thought the cost, imconvenience, and | 


danger to the revenue of this country 
would be much greater than hon. 
Members opposite had been inclined to 
allow. He did not propose to argue 
this question at length, because, even 
ifit were shown that there was no force 
inthat practical objection, he still held 
that this was not a proposal he could 
accept, or that the Committee would be 
wise in adopting. ‘The hon. Member for 
Hast Mayo said that it was clear that a 
system of taxation which was just in one 
country Was not necessarily just 
another country. 
principle which no one would dispute, 
but they were not now considering 
general questions of taxation, but a 
particular tax, /.e., the tea tay. 
were an article of exclusively Irish use, 


jad if some other beverage were sub- 


stituted for it by the Knglish people, he 
should think there was some substance 
in the contention of the hon. Member for 
Hast Mayo; but tea was used as much 


If tea | 


per head of population in Great Britain | 


ain Treland, It was used by the poor 
in this country just as much as by the 
poor in Ireland. It was said that it was 
monstrous for them to suppose that the 
poor Connemara peasant was in the 
same position as the rich gentleman 
in Yorkshire; but was equally 
absird to tell them that the poor 
dwellers in the Kast End of London were 
in the same position as the rich Irish 
farmer, They could not take the rich of 
one country and the poor of another 
country and compare them. 

The hon. Member for Kast Mayo argued 
that a much larger pro yortion of the taxes 
of Ire'and were borne ‘a the indirect tax- 


it 





He | arrested. 
in | 
That was an obvious | 


in this country, and support this to 
the country at large on the ground that 
relief was needed for the poor of Ireland. 
If relief were needed, ]+t it be given to 
the poor man everywhere and not single 
out one particular co mtry for relief in 
this respect. 

Another statement had been made 
in the course of the debate that, owing 
to this and other high tixes, capital 
had been prevented from being invested 
in Ireland, and thit the accumulation 
of wealth in that country had been 
Anyone who hal given a little 
attention to the matter would come to 
the conclusion that there were other 
courses more potent in deterring the in- 
vestment of capital in Ireland. They 
would all be glad to se» more capital 
invested in that country in fruitful oceu- 
pations, but he did not know on what 
ground the hon. Member for East Mayo 
that the accumulation of 
wealth in Ireland was less than in Eng- 
land; at any rate, there was evidence that 
amougst the poor there had in Ireland 
been a steady accumulition of wealth, 
for there had beena steady growth in th> 
amount pat Into the Post Offies Savings 
Bank, larger, he thought, in properiion 
than the growth that had taken place in 
Great Britain. This certainly did not lend 
colour to the statement that taxat ou 
was pressing more heavily on the poor in 
Ireland than on the poor in this country. 
He could not be a party to this or other 
proposals to set up two different systems 
of finance for two parts of the United 
Kingdom. No such proposal bad ever 
had any support from his predecessors m 
recent years, and he did not imagine it 
would receive any support from the Party 
opposite, 


suggested 
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Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) said | regard to debt, but not with regard to 
that if the contention that this wealth and population. If this arrange- 
matter was one for the individual, ment was so simple and just, why was it 
and not one in regard to which the that under this fiscal system the one 
two countries should be Jooked at Island of Great Britain had always 
as separate nations were sound, there flourished while the other was ruined? 
was an end to the question for ever. He The Chancellor of the Exchequer did not 


submitted, however, that such a treat- 
ment of the question was incorrect, 
inconclusive, and unjust. It was easy to 
say that the poor man in both countries 
should have the same consideration, but 
the generalisation was not entirely true. 
For instance, no ene would suggest that 
the population of India could bear the 


same taxation per head as the people 
of Great Britain. The contention of 
the hon. Member for Durham was 


sound only when the historie, social. and 
conditions of countries 


economic two 
enabled a fiscal unity to be created. 
How could Gentlemen entirely drawn 


from Great Britain be expected to deal 


justly with the principles of taxation 
whieh should affect another and a 
different country 2 An Englishman. 
named Pitt, created the Union, but 
it was subject to certain conditions, 
The Trish case was that those con 
ditions had never been fulfilled and 
that the bargain which Pitt made 


ought to be kept. He noticed that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer stated that 
none of his predecessors had entertained 
the claim which was now made by Ireland, 
and then he added the word “ recently.” 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: Mr. 


Gladstone did not entertain It. 


said 
once, 


Mr. LOUGH he gave up Mr. 
Gladstone at The last under- 
standing Chancellor of the Exchequer on 
this question was Sir Robert Peel. He 
knew the case and the obligations with 
which he was bound. The bargain made 
by Mr. Pitt was that equal taxes should 
not be demanded; that for every £1 
an Irishman paid, £3 103. should be paid 
by an Englishman, and that for every £1 
pid on tea by Irishmen, three and a- 
half times as much should be paid by 
Englishmen, until the wealth, population, 
and commerce of Ireland should enable a 
Change to be made. ‘The English kept 
the accounts and consequently they were 
able to make the condition true with 


appear to have got accurate information 
upon this question. Was used 
twenty-five times as largely in Great 

sritain as in Ireland, ard coffee nearly 
ten times as largely in proportion. 


‘ 
LOCO 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
that the consumption of tea in this 
country was as great and @ little greater 
than in Ireland. 


Mr. LOUGH said they must take into 
account these tea substitutes, Let them 
take two countries like Franee and 
England. The Freneh would not care 
about h tas beine placed pon tea. be- 
cause they vabsien very little, but i thev 


were to put a tax on coffee England would 


not be affeeted so much as France. At 
the time of the Union Trveland had a 
population of 12,000,000, and the taxes 


Now the taxes 
and the popu- 
That 
working of this 


amounted to £1,250,000. 
amonted to £10,000,00) 
lation had gone down to 4,000,000. 
was the effect of the 
eruel system which the hon. Member for 
Darham thought was not open to any 
criticism, and which the right hon. Mem- 
ber for the University of Cambridge had 
blessed, Something must be wrong. 


A great deal of nonsense had been talked 
about Custom-houses, He considered 
that they would have to restore the 
Custom-houses in Treland, even if they 


had to alter the taxation, because without 
them they could never discover the 
economic facts which affected any 


count.y. He was surprised that the hon. 
Member for Durham snould speak of the 
difficulty which would be created by tea 
being smuggled across the Channel, That 
difficulty did not exist in regard to whisky 
which Ireland could produce at 1s. per 
gallon, and which was worth 10s. or 12s, 
a gallon when it reached this country. 
There would be no difficulty in carrying 
out this change in regard to Custom- 


houses, ‘ake tea. Would less tea be 
used in Treland if it were let in free than 
with a duty of 6d. per Ib, The great 
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British interest in tea was that every- 
body should drink plenty of it. [Mrvts- 
rERIAL laughter.] Hon. Members laughed, 
but he wished to point out that tea was 
mostly grown in British territory and 
was conveyed in British ships to this 
country, and the Irish people dis- 
played their loyalty in this matter 
by drinking mostly Indian tea. He 
thought the Irish people were only doing 
their duty by pointing out these inequali- 
ties. There were poor women in Isling- 
tion, but it should be remembered that 
the burden of taxation in Great Britain 


was adjuste 1 by conditions which did not | 


exist in Ireland. That was seen by the 
Return which was published the other day 


in regard to the wages of agricultural | 


labourers. The same wage could not be 
got in Ireland as in England because the 
economic conditions were different. We 


might levy the same tax on tea in Ireland, | 
but we could not create the same condli- | 


tion of ability to pry the tax. Until we 
made the people of Ireland as wealthy 
as in Great Britain it was unjust to put 
the sime tax on freland. The question 
whether tne difference could not be ad- 
justed by reducing the tax ought to be 
seriously considered. 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.) said that 
while there were, no doubt, difficulties in 
making the proposed differentiation of 
the tea duty, these difficulties had been 
grossly exaggerated by the Chancellor of 


~ the Exchequer and by the hon. Member | 


for Durham. ‘Where there’s a will 
there’s a way.” and if this House wished 
toact in a just way it could carry out 
the suggestion contained in the Amend- 
ment, Ireland was a country in which 
the poorer class largely drank tea. He 


regretted it, because he thought they | 


could find better substitutes for their 
diet. Ifthe people used more coco. or 
coffee it would be better, but things must 
bz taken as they were at present. Before 
the famine, when they largely fed on 
vegetables, they were mentally and phy- 
Sically a finer people than at present. It 
Was notorious that the tea consumed by 
the poor people of Ireland was of a very 
much better quality than that ¢»nsumed 
inthe poorer districts of Great Britain. 
While there was great poverty in Great 
Britain as well as in Ireland, it should 
be remembered that the poor here were 


VOL. CXLVI, [Fourrs Serigs.] 


(22 May 1905} 


Bill. 1016 
very much better able to bear t.ixation 
than in Ireland. At the present moment 
thousands of men were employed in Mayo 
on relief works and the highest wage they 
received was ls. a day. Thousands on 
the western seaboard were, he would not 
say on the brink of poverty, but actually 
in a state of famine, a heavy gale last 
year having caused a failure of the 
potato crop. He ventured to say that 
the unemployed here would reject the 
wages which were paid to the men en- 
gaged on public relief works in Ireland. 





Tue DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN: You are 
not in order in going into the question 
of the unemployed. 


Mr. POWER said he merely mentioned 
| that as an illustration of the incapacity of 
|the average poor man in Ireiand t> 
| bear a tax which might be imposed on the 
p2ople of this country. In considering 
| the question of poverty in Ireland they 
should recollect that enormous sums had 
}come into the country from America. 
| But for that assistance the people would 
| be very much poorer than they were. 
| The old arguments against the claim now 
|made on behalf of Ireland had been 
| trotted out to-night. There was no use 
|in comparing the poor of Ireland with 
| the poor of Yorkshire, because the cases 
| were entirely different. Since the Union 
| the poor people of Ireland had suffered 
/much at the hands of the richer people 
of this country who had violated the 
terms of the Union when it suited them. 


Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN (Gilway) 
said the argument of the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer was that while the tix 
fell heivily on a portion of the people of 
Treland it bore equally heavily on, say, 
the poor people of the East End of 
London. That argument had already 
been dealt with by some of his colle igues 
who had pointed out that the conditions 
in the two cases were absolutely diff-reat. 
When they spoke of the poor people of 
Ireland they did not speak of isolated 
cises, but of the overwhelming m :joritv 
of the population. He had in his hand 
a report which had beea circul:ted by 
Lady Dudley, the wife of the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland, who had had 
brought under her notice the co ditio.s 





of extreme poverty which existed in the 
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West of Ireland. He was sure such | forward by hon. Members opposite went 
corditions did not exist even among the la long way to show how unlair and un- 
poor of the East End of Londor. In | suited to Ireland was the system of 
the West of Ireland families of twelve | taxation which had been adopted in this 
persons were to be found living in | country. He did not agree with the 
cabins of cne room. From a Govern- | hon. Member for Islington, who seemed 
ment Report recently issued he found that | to speak as if this system had been 
the meals on which the agricultural | adopted in order to get money out of . 
labourers in Treland lived were: Bre:k- | Ireland. That was not the case. The 
fast, bread and tea; dinner, bread, tea | system had been adopted simply because 
and potatoes; ard supper, bread and | we had rot in our fiscal principles given 
tea. Upon such meals they had to live | any consideration to Ireland whatever. 
and do their heavy work. That was the Of,course, it was perfectly true that the 
reason why the Irish representatives | poor man in this country was oppressed 
asked for a reduction of the tax on tea.) by taxation as much as the poor man on 
That pointed to the great truth that a tax | the other side of the IrishCharnel. But 7° 
upon tea was not a tax upon a luxury, | the poor man here had the compensation 
but upon a necessity of life. Itmust not | which was derived from the general 7 h 
be imagined for one instant that the Irish | prosperity of the country; and, therefore, 





4 > eit 
Members had no sympathy with the poor he contended that the present system of _ , 
in this country and that thev would not | taxation did press with special force on R 


be glad to sve the tax removed in Great | the poorer class in Ireland. ‘The proposal 
3ritain also. The objection tothatcame|to set up separate Custom-houses 
fromthe benches opposite. The removal | between England and Ireland did not 





of any tax on tea was very popular in| seem to him necessarily out of the 
other portions of the Empire; indecd, | question ; for. after all, Custom-houses in 
there were parts of the Empire in which | were made for man, and man was not J), 
a tea tax did not exist and where, ifthe | made for the sake of Custom-house . 
Government attempted to 1eimpose it. | simplicity. But he attached cons:derable w? 
they would lose place and power. The | importance to iree commercial relations ];,, 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, trying to) between different parts of the countryin J, 
make an argument against the position | the interests of unity. Take the German [/,, 
the Irish Members had taken, said that the | Zo!/vereom—— i 
deposits in the savings banks in Ireland | wo 
were growi g. Admitted, but who were) THe DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN: Order, |], 
making these deposits? The police and order! This isa debate on the tea duty. |] ,, 
other officials generally. The deposits | B dis, 


in the country districts were not growing.| Mr. PARKER SMITH said he was 
The poor people in the West of Ireland | trying to deal with the argument which |) 
had not money enough wherewith to buy | he understood to be one of the main J agg 
the necessaries of life, much less to put it | points against the Motion before the J rep 
away in a bank, Another objection they | Committee, viz., that it would involve | ~ 
had to the tea tax was that the Irish | the setting up of separate Custom-houses 
people had not sanctioned the war! between England and Ireland. Custom- 
which necessitated this expenditure. houses were objecticnable, but what was J Ase. 
infinitely of more importance was me 
: ial | good feeling between different parts of J \y., 

THE DEPUTY-CHATRMAN : Onder, | the Empire; and if they were to irsist J \nso 
order! The question before the House is | upon unity between England and Ireland, @Arkw 
the tea duty, and not the late war. then it was important that the pr- ~ 
dominait partner should do what the ‘thin 
Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN said he | predominant partner in the Germat Fur 
acceptcd the Deputy-Chairman’s ruling | Zol/vere'n did, and, instead of establish: J }agot 





: he ; Baile 
and protest:d once more against the | ing a system which did good to the “ne 
3 be ; . B oun 
imposition of the tea tax in Ireland. strongest and harm to the weakest, be Pilea 


| bee 
| content, for the sake of the political erd3 Baldy 


it had in view in the future, with _ 
UTOY 


Mr. PARKER SMITH (Lanarkshire, 
Partick) said that the arguments brought | a system under which the strongest 


Mr. Charles Devlin. 
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men suffeed very considerable pecun.- | exploded again and again. The poor 
ary loss, while at the same time securing) man in Ireland was oppressed by this 
the advantage of the growth of unity of | taxation because the amount of poverty 
feeling. While he agreed that the | in that country was almost infinitely 
burden of the tea duty fell especially | greater than in England. His hon. 
heavily on Ireland, he did not think the friend suggested it would be better to 
Amendment was the way to secure a! substitute cocoa, chocolate, or coffee ; 
remedy. What he would advocate was but if these articles were used, when 
a reduction all round of the duties’ the Chancellor of the Exchequer wanted 
which pressed especi:lly hardly upon! money for another Mullah Expedition 
Ireland, and the placing of the burden on he would immediately double the duty. 
the general imports of the country. The existing system, in his opinion, dis- 
closed a deliberate intention a8 against 
Ireland on the part of the Treasury. 
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Tut DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN : 
order ! 


Order, 
The hon. Gentleman is not in 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) said 
that the reply of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer was exceedingly disappointing. 
More tea was consumed per head in Ire- 


Me. PARKER SMITH said that while 


he thought the burden of taxation on tea 


in Ireland was too heavy, he was con- Jind than in England; and in the 
vineed that the present proposal was not circumstances the Chancellor of the 
the way to remedy the evil. _|| Exchequer might very gracefully as- 


sent to the proposal embodied in the 
Amendment. He urged that not only 
from a temperance point of view, but 
even from a humanitarian standpoint. 
Tea was the main beverage in the South 
and West of Ireland; beer being scarcely 
used at all. fe hoped in the circum- 
stances the right hon. Gentleman would 
reconsider his decision. It would not 
cost the Government much. There wes 
a higher standard of taxation than that 


Mr. DILLON said that he had listened 
to the speech of the hon. Member for the 
Partick Divis:on with the most intense 
interest. The hon. Member met their 
protest in a very fair and sympathetic 
spirit. The financial grievance under 
which Ireland suffered was due to the 
faot that the system had been con- 
structed without any reference to that 
country. The system was based on the 





) discussing the question. 


iuterests Of a rich manufacturing country 
and pressed most cruelly on a_ poor 
country like Ireland. He hoped there 


of the mere establishment of a separate 
Custom-house. The poor had no right to 
be taxed to the same extent as the rich; 





would be another opportunity of | and that was the difficulty in Ireland. 


Question put. 


Mr. FLYNN said he wished to protest 
against the Chancellor of the Exchequer | 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 254; 
reseating fallacies which had been 


Noes, 110, (Division List No. 169.) 


AYES. 


Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeas) 
3alfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
sarry, Sir Francis T. (Windsor) 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bigwood, James 


Bull, William James 

Butcher. John George 
Campbell,J.H.M.(Dublin Univ. 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn. J. (Birm. 


Agg-Gardner, James ‘Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. 
Mlsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Amold-Forster, Rt. Hn. H. O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

\tkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


\ubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn.Sir H. 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
hailey, James (Walworth) 
tain, Colonel James Robert 
Baleares, Lord 

baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. (Manch’r. 





Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 





Bill, Charles 

Bingham, Lord 

Sond, Edward 

3owles, Lt.-Col. HLF (Midrlesex 
Bowles, T. Gibson (King’s Lynn 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brown. Sir Alex. H. (Shropsh.) 
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| Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J. A( Wore. 


Chapman, Edward 

Cive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjanin Louis 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
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Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig, Chas. Curtis (Antrim, 8.) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cust, Henry John C. 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, Rt.Hn.Sir Joseph C. 
Dixon-Hartland,'SirFred Dixon 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fellowes, Rt. Hn. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.Sir J.(Mance’r 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, SirR. B(InvernessB ghs 
Firbank, Sir Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Haves 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 

Gordon, Hn.J.E.( Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, Maj. k. (T’r Hamlets 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene,Sir E.W(B’ryS Ednv nds 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Marq. of(L’nd’nderry 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harris,F.Leverton (Tynem’th) 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Sir Jas.(Staffords., N. W. 
Helder, Augustus 

tienderson, Sir A.(Stafford, W.) 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J.F(Sneftield, Brightside 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J.(Midd., Tottenham) 
Hozier,Hon.James Henry Cecil 


Atherley-Jones, L. 
Austin, Sir John 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Rarran, Rowland Hirst 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Blake, IKdward 
Boland, John 
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| Hudson, George Bickersteth 
| Hunt, Rowland 
| Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kerr, Jonn 
Keswick, William 
Kimber, Sir Henry 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Sir Jos. (Monmouth) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, Jn. Grant( Yorks.,N.R 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
' Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Col.CharlesW.( Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Bristol, 8.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver,Sir Lewis( Edinburgh, W 
Maleolm, fan 
Marks, Harry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, Rt. HnSirH. E( Wigt’n 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Mitchell, William (Burnley) 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
| Montagu, Hn. J. Scott (Hants. ) 
| Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William 
Morpeth, Viscount 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
| Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 
| Murray, Cnarles J. (Coventry) 
| Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
| Myers, William Henry 
| O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
| Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 
| Partington, Oswald 
| Pease, Herb. Pike (Darlington) 
| Peel, Hn.Wm. Robert Wellesley 
| Perey, Earl 
| Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
| Platt-Higgins, Freaerick 
| Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
| Pretyman, Ernest George 
| Price, Robert John 
| Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
! Purvis, Robert 


NOES 


| Brignt, Allan Heywood 

| Caldwell, James 

| Cameron, Robert 

| Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
| Cheetham, John Frederick 

| Clancy John Joseph 


| Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) | Dobbie, Joseph 





Bui. 


| Quilter, Sir Cuthbert” 
Randles, John S. ‘ 
Rankin, Sir James 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Ridley, S. Forde 
Ritchie, Rt.Hu.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (H ickney) 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Round, Rt. Hon. siames 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Runciman, Walter 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Sir HL. 8. (Limehouse) 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart.Sir H. (Renfrew) 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Smith, H C( North’ mb. Tyneside 
Smith, Rt. Hon. J. P. (Lanarks 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Stanley, Edward Jas.(Somerset 
Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord (Lanes, 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. M’ Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M 
Stock, James Henry 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
| Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn. J.G.(Oxf'd Univ, 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tuff, Charles 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt.Hn.Sir WilliamH. 
Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E( Taunton | 
Welby, Sir CharlesG. E.(Notts.) [ 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) © 


Willoughby de Eresby, Lord | 


Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
Wilson, Fred. W.( Norfolk, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd,Sir W.H.( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt.Hn.*E.R.(Bath | 
| Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
| Wylie, Alexander 

| Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 

| Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 

| Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS TOR THE AYEsS—Sit 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


| Crean,” Eugene 

| Crombie, John William 

| Crooks, William 

| Delany, William 

| Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Calway 
| Dillon, John 
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Donelan, Captain A. 

Dovgan, P. C. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Ellice, Capt E.C(SAndew’sB’ghs | 
Allis, John Eaward (Notts.) 
Evans, SirFrancisH.(Maidstone 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Ffrench, Peter 

Findlay, Alex. (Lanark, N.E.) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Griffita, Ellis J. 

Harrington, Timothy 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Henderson, Arthur (Duarhani) 
Higham, John Sharp 
Hutchinson, Dr.Charles Fredk. 
Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 
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| Leng, Sie John 


Levy, Maurice 


| Lewis, John Herbert 
| Lloyd-George, David 
| Lundon, W. 

| Lyell, Charles Henry 


MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 


| M‘Fadden, Edward 
| M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 


M‘Kean, John 

M‘Killop, W. (Slizo, North) 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Moss, Samuel 


| Murphy, John 


Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Col. John P.(Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid.) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
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Philipps, John Wynford 


Power, Patrick Joseph 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

2edmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Reid, Sir R. Threshie( Dumf?:es 
Richards, T. (W. Monmouth) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. } 
2oche, John 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Slack. John Bamford 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.} 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr) 
Touimin, George 

Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmann: n) 








Johnson, John 

Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan,W. 
Kilbride, Denis 

Law, Hugh Ales. (Donegal, W.) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
F. (Accrington) 


O'Dowd, John 
O'Mara, James 


Leese, Sir Jos. Perks, 
And, it being after half-past Seven of 

the clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 

make his Report to the House. 

sit 


Committee report Progress: to 


again this event: 


e. 
5 


EVENING SITTING. 


(UNDER STANDING 
(COLONIAL PREPER- 


ADJOURNMENT 
ORDER No. 16) 
ENCE). 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 

(Stirling Burghs): Mr. Depaty-Speaker, 


[ rise for the purpose of moving 
the adjournment of the House in 
order to obtain information for the 


House upon a subject of the very highest 
importance. J am struck by the fact 
that when I have occasion either to 
originate a Motion or to make a speech 
in this Parliament it always takes the 
form of a desire and a demand for in- 
formation. But usually we have been 
provided with some obscure, philosophic 


utterance which requires explanation; 


itis not so on this occasion. The matter 


Which I shall bring, and which has been | 
brought to-day be‘ore the House is) 


perfectly plain, and what we want, and 
1 think what we are entitled to, is a 


O'Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 


O'Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon, N.) 
| O'Malley, William 


O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Parrott, William 
Robert William 


Wason, John Catheart(Orkn.-v) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE Noes—Mr. 
Field and Mr. Flynn. 


definit: answer to definite questions on 
matters of fact, and therefore I am glad 
to say that my part in this debate will 
be really that of laying before the House 
the short and simple story of what has 
occurred. 


As matters stand, a statement has 
been made to-day by the Prime 
Minister which seems to us, and [ 
think will seem to most people without 
much further explanation and light, 
irreconcilable with undertakings given by 
the Prime Minister and accepted by the 
country a few months ago. I go back, 
Sir, to August of last year. Then the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
West Birmingham brought up the question 
of our commercial and fiscal relations with 
the Colonies, and expressed his strong 
opinion that the subject was ripe for 
some definite decision on the part of the 
Government, and a strong desire to learn 
what information the right hon, Gentle- 
man could give as to the policy of call- 
ing a conference. A day or two aiter- 
wards the Prime Minister showed his 
estimate of the position in which the 
matter then stood by saying that he did 
not propose to take any steps at the 
present moment on the subject. . So the 
matter was left at the end of last session. 
But a very few weeks passed and there 
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was a change apparently in the mind 
of the right hon. Gentleman, because early 
in October, before the usual interchange 
of amenities between politicians in 
the autumn commenced, the right hon. 
Gentleman, to the astonishment of every- 
body, and as much to the astonishment 
of his own supporters as to that of anyone 


{COMMONS} 





clse, organised an opportunity for himself 
in Edinburghin order to unburden himself 
of his opinions on the fiscal question. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Birmingham was going to speak two days 
later at Luton. I do not know whether 
there was any connection between the 
two occasions, but I noticed that the 
Member for Birmingham’s engagement 
was of long standing, whereas, as I have | 
said, the right hon. Gentleman—I cannot 
imagine with the view of forestalling his 
right hon. friend. but for some reason or | 
other—came in in front of him on this | 
occasion at Edinburgh Now, Sir, that 
can only have been done—-this sudden | 
creation of an opportunitvy—for the 
purpose of a serious declaration of policy. 
I mean that must have been one of the 
main objects, and it appears to me to be 
so from the references that are made to | 
what he said, and that he himself has | 
made to what he said on that occasion. 
I have here in my hand, in order to be | 
sure of being accurate, a publication called 
“Handy Notes on Current Politics,” a 
monthly vade mecum for Conservatives 
and Unionists, and a very short passage | 
which I shall read in that speech, the 
only one which really concerns the 
question which I am putting before the 
House, is this— 


“My view, therefore, is that the policy of | 
this Party should he, if we come into power | 
after the next election, to ask the Colonies to 
join a conference on these lines [which he had 
deseribed], a conference whose discussions 
shall be free, but whose conclusions shall not 
commit any of the communities concerned to | 


any larger plan of Imperial union on fiscal or | 
other lines unless their various electorates have | 
given their adhesion to the scheme.” 


The House will observe that this 
involved two elections. The next election 
after the date of his speech and then, if | 
they came into power after that, they 
were to ask the Colonies. having obtained 
the assent of the country to that part of 
the policy, to join a conference on this 
subject. That was very unmistakable 
and clear, and it meant, of course, as | 





Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman. 





(Colonial Preference). 1056 


I have just said, that the country would 
be consulted before this conference took 
place, and so it was understood by the 
right hon. Gentleman, and so, no doubt, 
a very closer observer of all the words 
that fell from the Prime Minister under- 
stood it, for at Luton, on October 5th, the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
West Birmingham welcomed the speech 
and the sentiment of the right hon. 
Gentleman on the general question, but 
he said— 

*Tcannot understand what is the necessity 
for a second plebiscite, involving as it would do 
two mandates, two general elections on the 
same subject, coming within a few months of 
one another.” 

Afterwards he says— 


“T have thought it right to mention that as 


| the only blemish which I see in a plan which in 


all other respects I heartily welcome.” 
Then I come from October to January, 
when the right hon. Gentleman was at 


| Manchester and the day after he made 
| the speech in which he read the well- 


known half-sheet of notepaper, he said— 


“Tf the scheme which I have many times 
recommended to the country, and which last 


| night I repeated ina suceinet and unmistak- 


able form, if that scheme were carried out, [do 
not see that the country could be called upon 


| to decide the colonial aspeet of this question 
| until not only one, but two elections have 
| passed.” 


That is a confirmation by ti right 
hon. Gentlemen after a couple o. :.onths 
had passed of the impression created by 
himself universally through the country, 
and acknowledged by the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Birmingham. 
Let us go onto March 8th when the hon. 
Member for Oldham moved a__ fiscal 
Resolution in this House. What did the 
right hon. Gentleman say on that 
occasion? He referred again to the 
speech that he made at Edinburgh, and 
to the words I have quoted in that speech 


| being as fair and categorical as any 


words could be. He says— 


“That was one element in the speech which 
I made at Edinburgh, and what was the other 
element ? It was an appeal to the country in 
the face of the controversy raging on the fiscal 
question to discuss our colonial relations in & 
free conference. I do not believe that my 
statement on that subject was a bit more am- 
biguous than my statement on protection. It 
Was clear, it was definite, it was complete, and 
it was because in my judgment the Resolution 
moved by the hon, Gentleman on the other side 
of the House flies in the face of that second 
part of my speech made in Edinburgh, that In 
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my opinion all who were good enough to 
accept the policy [ recommended to the country 
ought to support me this evening.” 


Adjournment 


Here again the House will observe, in 
January, he boasts of the clear and com- 
plete and definite language he had used 
on this Very subject, and I have quoted 
+o the House that clear and complete 
and definite language, and the House will 
see that It involved the funda nental prin- 
ciples that there was to be an election 
and a submission of the case to the 
country before the conference was held. 
Now let me move forward to April 11th. 
On that date there was a debate on the 
same subject in another place, and on 
that oceasion I think the most instru:tiv > 
thing to quote was what was said by the 
Duke of Marlborough, he being the 
official mouthpiece in the other House of 
#16 Colonial Office— 

“The policy of the Government,” says the 
Duke of Marlborough, “ which had been care- 
fully defined by the Prime Minister was, if 
they were again returned to power at the 
next veneral election, to summon a conference 
at which representatives of the various self- 
governing Colonies and of India would be 
asked to attend.” 


I think that these quotations are 
almost enough to show that the right 
hon. Gentleman represented to the 
country that his distinct decision was to 
refer this fise i] question to a conference 
which should be specially called for the 
purpose, and at all events which should 
not have the question referred to it until 
alter the people of this country had 
assented to that cours? being taken. 
But I find that on another day, a 
very short time before the date of the 
last quotation, my hon. friend the 
Member for Kincardineshire put a Ques- 
tion to the Prime Minister, and it was in 
these terms :—Whether, 

“In the event of the Colonial Conference 
which meets in 1906 taking place before a 
general election, the question of Imperial unity 


on a basis of preferential duties on colonial 
produce will be submitted to it.” 


The Question was—If the conference 
comes off without a general election pre- 
ceding it, is the question of Imperial unity 
on a preferential basis to be submitted 
to it, and to this the right hon. entle- 
man said— 


“The hon. Gentleman is probably aware 
that we have over and over again stated that 
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in the course of this Parliament we propose to 
take no steps.” 
—No steps— 

* With regard to fiscal reform.” 


It will be observed it is ‘*We take no 
steps in this House in the course of this 
Parliament.” [‘‘ We.”] Yes, he speaks 
for the Government. Then my hon. 
friend the Member for Barnstaple asks 
the First Lord of the Treasury— 

“ Whether the British representatives at the 
Colonial Conference to be held in 1906 will have 
power, subject tothe subsequent approval of 
the House, to negotiate a scheme of preferential 
trading on the basis of taxation of food and raw 
material.” 

The right hon. Gentleman said he 
answered that when he replied to the 
hon. Member for Kincardineshire, so 
that he gave the “go by” to the Ques- 
tion of my hon. friend the Member for 
Barnstaple. But my hon. friend came 
back to the charge, and the Prime 
Minister replied— 


“We are not dealing with that question.” 


Then my hon. friend the Member 
for Aberdeen, seeking to clear the matter 
up. pointed out that the Question re- 
ferred to the question outside Parlia- 
ment in the Colonial Conference, and 
the right hon. Gentleman said— 

“T have over and over again said that in the 
course of the present Parliament we do not 
propose to deal with the fiscal question.” 


Now all this time the country was 
led to believe, did believe, and was 
justified in believing, that two elections, 
one to approve of the conference and 
the other to approve of the decisions 
of the conference, would be taken: the 
policy of two elections and two mandates 
was the working basis of all the descrip- 
tions given us on the subject and was 
the bulwark against any sudden alter- 
ation of fiscal policy. Now the right 
hon. Gentleman excuses himself by 
stating, in the course of a rapid cross 
examination—it is not easy to bear in 
mind all that happened, but I have 
refreshed my memory from the reports 
in the evening papers—I understand 
he has excused himself on the ground 
of forgetfulness, that the meeting was 
to take place in 1906 escaped the right 
hon. Gentleman’s notice. Well, smali 
blame to him for that. It was quite 
possible on October 5rd; but months 
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passed—November, December, January, 
February, March, April, May—and all 
that time the right hon. Gentleman 
leaves the country. leaves his supporters, 
leaves his opponents under the impres- 
sion that there were to be two elections, 
with what the right hon. Member for 
Birmingham has called a ‘* double man- 
date”; but although he knew that was 
an error—I am assuming it as he says— 
he allowed the country to be deceived, and 
his friends and those who were somewhat 
suspicious of his policy to be deceived, 
by the words he had used and which 
did not represent what he meant. There 
was little reason why he should forget 
it all this time, all these seven months. 
because on one occasion, February 15th 
—my right hon. friend the Member for 
Berwick, speaking here, asked the Colo- 
nial Secretary point-blank, not think- 
ing there was any misunderstanding 
about it, whether what the right hon. 
Gentleman had called the automatic 
conierence would held. and the 
right hon. Gentleman asserted that it 
would be. Therefore I do not think 
the Prime Minister can have been for a 
long period in ignorance, though 1 
make this concession. that at the time 
he made his speech at the rapidly-organ- 
ised meeting at Edinburgh he may have 
forgotten this somewhat ‘mportant fact ; 
and yet he had ample time to refresh 
his memory and inform himself ; in 
fact. he could not fail to have been made 
aware of all that happened; but not 
until now, May 22nd. do we hear that 
he has made a mistake after all, that 
a conference to decide the question 
is to be held next vear without. anv 
election. 


be 


Do not let us confuse two things 
which are totally distinct : two separate 
undertakings have been given, one 
that there shall be no proposal in 
this Parliament having the effect of 
departing from free trade, and with that 
we have no concern this evening. It is 
“not before us; and the other is that a 
Colonial Conference which weuld discuss 
the question of preference and food 
taxation would not meet in the course 
of the present Parliament, and not until 
the country had been consulted and had 
the opportunity of pronouncing an 
opinion whether a conference with that 


Sir H, Camphedl-Bannerman., 


{COMMONS} 
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object ought or ought not to be held. 
That pledge repeated, as I have shown, 
is a pledge that cannot be disowned; 
and it seems to me, so far as we are at 
present able to judge, it has been repudi- 
ated to-day. Can it be that the right 
hon. Gentleman has changed his opinion 
and his policy? We wish to know 
what the reason is. The right hon, 
Gentleman is not altogether to blame 
for not paying too much attention to 
the Press; he sometimes receives some- 
what sinister advice from the Press. 
Here is what a leading organ, writing 
of the pledge, the Daily Telegraph, says 
(Oh, oh!”]--I see the interruption 
comes from an Ulster Member not 
initiated in the arcana of tariff reform— 

‘A pledge, alike in politics and ethics, must 
be construed according to the circumstances in 
which itis given. At the time the Prime 
Minister gave his undertaking, few believed 
it possible, not even the right hon, Gent'eman 
himself, that there was any likelihood of the 
present Parliament completing its normal term 
of life, but circumstances for which the incom 
petence of the Opposition ”-- 
have hon. Members sunk so low in their 
own estimation that they are pleased 
to hear that it is not to their merits. 
but to the incompetence of the Oppo- 
sition, that their prolonged existence is 
due ?— 

** For which the incompetence of the Opposi- 
tion is responsible, have changed the prospect, 
and what seemed impossible last year becomes 
not only possible but probable.” 

I do not do the right hon. Gentleman 
the dishonour of supposing that he 
followed that advice or used that excuse. 
I have, as I promised, made a plain and 
simple statement of the facts, and | 
make no comment on them; I await the 
explanation of the right hon. Gentleman. 
It is an important matter we are dealing 
with, the fiscal policy of the country 
and our relations with the Colonies; 
but it has a far higher importance than 
that, because if it is proved that the 
country has been thus misled, what we 
have to consider is what is the effectual! 
means for preserving the dignity and 
character of pledges given by the Prime 
Minister and the honourable traditions 
of our public life. I beg to move that 
the House do now adjourn. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That this House do now adjourn.” — 
(Sia H. Campbell-Bannerman.) 

















N60 


Vn; 


ist 

in 
ne 
ed 
aul 
he 
rm 


sir 


uh 











1061 


Adjournment 


Tae SECRETARY or STATE For THE 
COLONIES (Mr. Lytretton, Warwick 
and Leamington) rose to address the 
House, but was received with loud cries 
of * Balfour, Balfour,” ‘‘ Let him defend 
himself,’ ‘“‘An insult to the House,” 
“Let him defend his own honour,” 
“Sit down,” “ Take it as read,” ‘* He 
wants to speak when he cannot be re- 
plied to,” “ Order,” and “ Chair.” 


Atter some minutes- - 


Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: I appeal 
to hon. Members on that side of the 
House. [‘ No, no!”] The question of 
the Colonial Conference surely comes 
within the province of the Colonial 
Secretary. 
ter’s personal honour,” and “ Order.’ 
| have no doubt whatever the Prime 
Minister will speak [“‘ When he cannot 
be answered ”’], and that there will be an 
opportunity of replying to him. [“‘ No.’’] 
It isa very unusual precedent to prevent 
the Colonial Secretary speaking. 


*Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
kushcliffe): I rise to a point of order. 
You have remarked, Sir, that it is with- 
cut precedent—— 


Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Does the 
lion. Member rise to a point of order ? 


*Mr. JOHN ELLIS: Yes. As you 
lave referred to precedent I desire to 
ask whether you can point toa precedent 
ot a Prime Minister’s honour being chal- 
lenged when he has not at once risen 
to reply, 


Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: 


.ot a point of order. 


That is 


Mr. LYTTELTON again attempted 
to speak, but his words were lost amid 
cries of “ Balfour,” “Sit down,” ‘“ We 
con't want to hear you,” and “ Order.” 


Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: I must 
appeal to hon. Members to give the right 
hon. Gentleman a hearing. [Nationa.ist 
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[‘ No,” “The Prime Minis- | 
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cries of “ Police, police.”] Might I be 
allowed to point out that the precedent 
would be a very dangerous one. li 
you make it impossible for right hon. 
Gentlemen on that side to be heard, 
it is equally possible for that to be done 
in the case of right hon. Gentlemen 
on the other side. 


*Mr. JOHN ELLIS: He has no author- 
ity to speak for the personal honour of 
the Prime Minister. 


Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER:  Obvi- 
ously the result of that would be a very 
undesirable one and not to the credit of 
the House. The Prime Minister has 
intimated that he will speak, 


Mr. CHURCHILL (Oldham): I am 
quite sure there would be no indisposition 
to hear the right hon. Gentleman if the 
Prime Minister 





The hon. Member, being unable further 
to make himself heard, left his place 
below the gangway, and, proceeding 
to the side of Mr. Speaker’s Chair, was 
understood to say that the House would 
hear the Cvlonial Secretary if the Prime 
Minister would undertake to make a 
statement himself after the right hon. 
Gentleman had spoken. 


Mr. LYTTELTON again unsuccessfully 
essayed to speak, his opening words being 
once more drowned by cries of “ Balfour,” 
“Play the Game,” “Send for the Horse 
Guards,“ “ Time,” ‘* Personal honour,” 
** Are you going to stand there all night ¢” 
and “Sit down.” 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE 
Boroughs) rose. 


(Carnarvon 


Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Does the 


hon. Member rise to a point of order / 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I do. The 
Leader of the Opposition having put a 
Question to the Prime Minister and asked 
for an explanation of the statement made 
by him, of his own words, I submit, Mr. 
Deputy-Speaker, quite respectfully, that 
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the House of Commons is entitled to an 
explanation from the Prime Minister. 


Adjournment 


Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: The hon. 
Member is perfectly right, and I have not 
the least doubt in the world that the 
Prime Minister will give an explanation. 
{‘‘ When ?”] There may be other hon. 
Members who desire to ask Questions of 
the Prime Minister, and if the Prime 
Minister answers at once he will be de- 
barred from giving any further answer. 


[‘‘ No.”] I would appeal to hon. Mem- | 
bers to allow the debate to proceed. | 
f‘* Balfour.”] I would give an assurance, | 


if it were necessary, 


Minister will speak in time for a reply. | 
T heard an observation from one hon. | 


Member that no reply would be permitted. 


I will give the assurance to hon. Members | 


that they will have an opportunity to 
reply to the of the 
Minister. 


speech 


No Member 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE : 


got up on either side of the House after the 


Leader ofthe Opposition. The only Member | 


who did get up was the Colonial Secretary, 


who presumably did not propose to ques- | 
tion the Prime Minister, and I submit— | 
fAn hon. MempBer: That is not a point | 


of order.| May I further say that even 


if other Questions were asked in the course | 
of the debate, no Prime Minister has ever | 


been refused, by the leave of the House» 


an opportunity of answering any Question | 


put to him ? 

Mr. DEPUTY - SPEAKER: It is 
usual that Motions should be seconded. 
In 
Owing to the position of the right hon. 


this case there was no seconder. 
Gentleman [ did not think it necessary 
to ask for a seconder. Still it is quite 
possible that some other hon. Members 
may wish to supplement what fell from 
the right hon. Gentleman. [“‘ No.’’] 


Mr. Lloyd -George. 


{COMMONS} 


that the Prime | 


Prime | eet 
| cerned to know what that policy is, and 
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Mr. LYTTELTON again rose,’ but was 
unable to proceed further than to say, 
“T am perfectly willing——” 


Mr. J. F. HOPE (Sheftield, Brightside) : 
On ,a point of order, Sir, I call your 
attention to the fact that the hon, 
Member for Northwich is calling out 
“ Police, police.” 


Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich): 
May [ interrupt to make an appeal to 
both sides of the House to allow the 
This is a 
|debate which is of very great public 
No doubt it affects the declara- 
‘tion of the Prime Minister, and the Prime 
Minister, I have no doubt, will make his 
own explanation; but it also affects— 
and in my judgment that is the more im- 
portant issue—the whole policy of the 
Government ; and I am much more con- 


| Colonial Secretary to proceed ? 


| interest. 


whether the right hon. Gentleman is right 
that the Government’s 
modified. 


/in supposing 
'policy has been [Cries of 
“Speech.”] I merely wanted to appeal 
to the Opposition to listen to my right hon. 
friend. I am anxious to know whether 
the Government policy has been modified, 
what the Government] policy is, either 
the Colonial Secretary or any 
) The 


| personal question can be dealt with 


from 


|other member of the Government. 


| afterwards by the Prime Minister. 


Mr. LYTTELTON again attempted 


ito address the House, but without 


success. 


Mr. JOSEPH WALTON (Yorkshire, 
| W.R., Barnsley): Nobody asked you to 
| answer the Question. 


| Mr. PIKE PEASE (Darlington): On 
| a point of order, Sir, may I through you 
| 

| appeal to the Leader of the Opposition to 


os his followers to allow the debate to 

















me 
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proceed ? [OppostTion cries of “ Ap- 
peal to the Prime Minister.” 


Mr. CHURCHILL: May I through 
you, Sir, appeal to the Prime Minister to 
telieve the House from this position by 
making the explanation that is demanded 


of him ? 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): May I 
suggest that you send for the police and 


clear the House ? 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): I had the 
pleasure of being removed by the police. 
Is it not the turn now of some of the 


gentlemen of England to be removed ! 


Mr. DILLON : 


treatment good enough for you which was 


Why is not the same 


good enough for us? [Cries of “ Send for 


the police.” ] 


Mr. JOSEPH WALTON: Why does 


not the Prime Minister answer ? 


Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea) : May 
I appeal to you and ask you whether, 
for the credit of the House of Commons, 
the time has not come for putting in 
force the new rule for the suspension of 
the sitting. Unless that is 
duty devolves upon the Prime Minister, 


done the 


for the credit of the House, to at once 
respond to the appeal which has been 
made to him to speak [Opposirion 
cheers and MINISTERIAL laughter}; and 


if he does not respond to it, the respon- 


sibility for this discreditable and re- , 


grettul scene rests upon him. [Oppo- 
sITION cheers and MINISTERIAL cries of 


“Oh, oh!” 


Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: The point 


which the hon. Member has raisea “as 


{22 May 1995} 
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to the adjournment of the House has 


occurred to me, but I am anxious not to 
put that rule in force. ¢The House has 
met to-night for a particular purpose, 
But, 


if I may say so, it is an unusual thing 


which has not vet been arrived at. 


for the Opposition to dictate to the 
Government the order in which speeches 
are to be made; and surely, if hon. 
Members will reflect, it is a very danger- 
ous weapon to employ. If used on one 
side to-nigh., it may be used by the other 
fAn Hon. Mem- 
BER: It has been used already.] As 
the Prime Minister has indicated [Op- 
* He 
and “* Why does he not 
He said that he will 
cries of ‘“ No,” 
* He said 
I certainly un- 


side another night. 


POSITION cries of has not,” 
“ When?” 
face it now ?”’] 
[Renewed Opposition 
“When did he say it ?” 


nothing of the kind.” 


} 


and 


derstood him to say that he would reply. 
[Cries of ‘‘ When, when ?”’] 


CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN, 


Ministerial in- 


Sir H. 


who was received with 
terruptions and cries of ‘* Divide, divide,” 
said: Mr. Deputy-Speaker, I venture 
to make an appeal to the Prime Minister 
House. 
TERIAL cries of “* No, no!” and ‘* Order, 


order!”} I think Leader of the 


as the Leader of the | MINIs- 
the 
House must see that it will be impossible 
for this debate to proceed unless he, 
in the first place, makes a statement 
[Lovd MrnisTerRIAL cries of “ No, no” 
and OpposIrion cries of ‘* Order, order,” 


and “* Name, name] on a subject—— 


THe SECRETARY or STATE 
INDIA (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 


ford) : 


FOR 
Appeal to your own side. 


THe CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. Austen CHAMBERLAIN, 
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Worcestershire, E.) : 
in order. [Renewed MINISTERIAL cheers 


and NATIONALIST cries of ‘ Suspend the 


Chancellor of the Exchequer” and “Send | 


for the police.”’] 


Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: The right 
hon. Gentleman has risen with a view 
of appealing to the Prime Minister and 
to the House. 
“No.” ] 


[MINISTERIAL cries of 


Tue PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or tHe TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Batrour, Manchester, E.): That is not 
[MINISTERIAL cheers and Op- 


** Order.” 


in order. 
POSITION cries of 

Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Other 
hon. Members have risen to make an 
appeal, and I think it is right that the 
Leader of the Opposition also should 
make an appeal. [Opposition cheers.] 
He must feel, as deeply as I feel, that it 
is desirable that this scene should come 
He 


thing that may lead to that conclusion 


to a conclusion. may say some- 


being arrived at. [MrinisTertar laughter 


and cries of “ No, no!”] 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I wish to make an appeal to the Prime 
Minister on the ground that the question 
before the House is one upon which no 
one can make reply except himself. It 
is his speeches at various times and what 
he has said to-day at Question time which 
are in question, and no speech by the 
Colonial Secretary can touch that point. 
Therefore I would appeal to him, as 
the sole cause of any disorder [loud and 


999 


prolonged cries of ** Oh, oh!” “* Name, 
name!” and “ Divide” from the M1n- 
ISTERIAL Benches]—— 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 


{COMMONS} 
Yes, keep them | 


| Gentleman. 


(Colonial Preference). 
Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: I 


afraid that last sentence of the right hon. 
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am 


Gentleman has spoiled the effect of his 


appeal, 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
[Mints- 
TERIAL cries of “‘ No ” and “ Withdraw.”| 


Let me finish the sentence, sir. 


What I was about to say is that as the 
sole cause of disorder is the fact of his 
not speaking, the disorder would cease if 
he now replied in debate. 


Mer. A. J. BALFOUR: 
Shall I be allowed to 


reply to the last speech of the right hon, 


[ rise to 4 


point of order. 


Gentleman without losing my subsequent 


right to reply to the first speech ¢ 


Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: The 
speech which fell from the right hon. 
the 
appeal, and I am sure that the House 


Gentleman was in nature of an 


would permit the Prime Minister to 
reserve what he has to say to a subse- 


quent stage. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: What Tam now 
saving is merely in the nature of a 
personal observation and does not touch 
the general substance of the debate, and 
on that I have to say that, in my opinion, 
it would be highly improper for me 
immediately to follow the right hon, 
The debate which he has 
chosen, by an unusual but no doubt a 
perfectly justifiable course, to initiate 1s 
one which deals no doubt largely with 
myself, and also deals with my colleagues 
[Oppositton cries of “ No’’|—I am quite 
willing to take it that it deals solely then 
with myself. The right hon. Gentleman 
is not, I understand, the only speaker in 
House. 


the I have never yet in the 
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whole course of my experience known 
a debate on the adjournment concluded 
in two speeches; least of all a debate 
which deals with a subject which arouses 
such vehement passion as the present 
one. It 
absurd to attempt to anticipate all the 


appears to me it would be 
subsequent attacks that may be made 
upon me by replying to the first attack 
that has been made; and never in the 
whole course of my Parliamentary experi- 


ence have I known the House refuse to 


listen to a member of the Government | 
| 


dealing with a subject which concerns 


the head of the Government, nor have I 


ever known an Opposition who thought | 


it their function to suggest the order 
in which the Front Bench opposite to 
them ought to deliver their speeches. I 
am bound to say the precedent to-night, 
if followed, will absolutely ruin the 


House of Commons. 


A NATIONALIST MEMBER: 


have done that already. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 


Sir, have most truly pointed out, and as 


And as you, 


must be obvious even to the right hon. | 


Gentleman, if a Secretary of State is to 


be silenced by clamour simply and solely | 


because Gentlemen opposite desire to | 


hear somebody else [OPPOSITION cries 
of “ Oh”? |}—well, I will put it differently 
—desire to anticipate by an hour or an 
hour and a half the pleasure of hearing 
somebody else [“‘ Hear, hear!”’], then I 
do not see how the dignity of this House 
is to be preserved. [Cries of “ It has not 
got any” and “ Move the closure.”] 1 
should, of course, take care—I should 
endeavour to rise at a time which would 
give any hon. Gentleman opposite the 


right of replying to any observations I 
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might make ; but never yet did I hear it 


(Colonial Preference). 


suggested that it was consistent either 
with the rules of this 
common justice that the criminal in the 
dock—for I 


position I occupy—is obliged to make his 


House or with 


understand that is the 





defence before he has heard the whole 
accusation. 


Mr. LYTTELTON then attempted to 


continue his speech, but he was again 


received with disorderly cries 1rom the 
OpposITion, such as “ Divide,” “ Police,”? 
'““Go to the Old Bailey,” and laughter. 
| He was proceeding to refer to the cir- 
cumstances which governed the calling 


together of the Colonial Conference 


amid loud MrnIsTERIAL cries of “ Pirie,” 


You | 


| when—— 

Mr. CHURCHILL intervened and 
asked if the Prime Minister would speak 
| next. 

_ Mr. J. F. HOPE, who rose amid 
Opposition shouts of “Order” and 
pointed to the benches opposite: 


'On the point of order, Sir, the hon. 
| Member opposite—{[Loud Opposition 
cries of “ Order” and MINISTERIAL cries 


| cf “ Pirie.”] 


Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER : I thought 


it was understood, after the appeal of 


| 


|the Leader of the Opposition and the 
| reply made by the Prime Minister, that 
| the House was prepared to listen [“‘ No ”} 
‘to the Cclenial Secretary, the Prime 
| Minister having stated that he would 


| reply. [Opposition cries of “ No.” 
| 
| 


| Mr. O’MARA (Kilkenny, S.): Send 


‘for the police. 
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Mr. LYTTELTON again endeavoured 
to address the House, but owing to 
renewed interruptions the only words 
which were audible were “I intend to 


stand here” 


Str GEORGE BARTLEY (Islington, 
N.), amid cries of “ Order,” said: I beg, 
Sir, to move that the debate be now 
[ MINISTERIAL and 


adjourned, cheers 


OPPOSITION cries of “ Oh.” } 


Mr. DEPUTY - SPEAKER and Mr. 
DILLON Mr. Dillon 
shouted out, ‘ On a point of order, Sir,” 
and was greeted with loud MINIsTERIAL 


rose together : 


cries of ‘‘Name,’ ‘Name. ‘The 
Nationalists retaliated by crying out 
Police,” “Send for the police,” and 


by cheering the hon. Member for Mayo, 
who remained standing, though unable 
Ultimately he 


to gain a_ hearing. 


resumed his seat. 


Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: — The 
Motion for the Adjournment of the 


debate would not be in order. The 
Motion before the House is that the 


House do now adjourn. 


Mr. LYTTELTON again rose, but the 


interruptions were renewed. “I am 


” were the 


The | 


right hon. Gentleman stood at the Table 


endeavouring to tell the House 
only words which could be heard. 


of the House, awaiting a cessation of the 
interruptions, and was greeted with cries 
of “ Time,” Mr. Dillon, 
Mr. Kilbride shouted across the floor of 


“Time,” by 


the House, “We cannot hear one 
word you are saying,” while Mr, Reddy 
called out, “This is a proclaimed | 
meeting.” 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. FLAVIN: I beg to move, Sir, 
that the Question be now put: 


Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER 
the interruption. 


ignored 


Mr. LYTTELTON continued standing 
at the Table, but was unable to proceed 


with his speech. 


Mr. JOSEPH WALTON: I beg to 
move that the right hon. Gentleman be 


no longer heard. 


Mr. LYTTELTON refused to give way 
to Mr. Joseph Walton, but made no pro- 
gress with his speech. There were con- 
tinuous cries of “Go on” and “ Time,” 
Mr. Dillon 


times, “* Call in the Irish Constabulary,” 


while shouted out several 


and another Nationalist © Member 
demanded, that ‘“‘ The Horse Guards be 
sent for.” The Colonial Secretary was 


heard to say, “I have been invited to 


continue,” but calls for ‘‘ Long,” and 
renewed cries of ‘ Time,” rendered 


inaudible the remainder of the sentence, 
The disorder continued, and a few minutes 
before 10.50, 

Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER and 
said: It is perfectly obvious that this 


rose 
scene cannot go on. It has now lasted 
for nearly an hour. In these circum- 
stances it comes, I take it, within the 
words of Rule 21—namely, “that in 
case of grave disorder” the power rests 
with the Speaker to adjourn the House 
without Question put. That power | 
now exercise, and I declare that the House 
stands adjourned. 

Adjourned accordingly at_ halt 
after Ten o'clock. 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
Hcuse, That the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates 

from the Examiners that the Standing 
1 Orders applicable to the following Bills 
shave been complied with :—Electric 
} Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 8) [H.L.]; 
jramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) 


(H.L.] ; rove * Orders Confirmation 
f (No. 2) [u.1.]; Gas Orders Confirmation 
t (HL. ]. 

The same were ordered to lie on the 


4 Table. 


STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE. 

Report from, That the Standing Orders 
not complied with in respect of the 
Petition for additional Provision in the 
Wellingborough and District Tramroads 
and Electricity Supply Bill [H.L.] ought 
to be dispensed with, and leave given to 
the Committee on the Bill to insert the 
additional Provision. 


Read, and agreed to. 
Rhymney and Aber Valleys Gas and 


Water Company Bill [H.1.]. Presented 
(pursuant to leave given on Tuesday 


last); read 1°, and referred to the 
Examiners. 
Stockport Corporation Bill. The 


CHAIRMAN OF CoMMITTEES informed the 
House that the opposition to the Bill was 
withdrawn. The orders made on Thurs- 


committed. 


(ross Railway (Abandonment) 
eae and Fareham Tramways Bill 


Wate: and Gas Bill [H.L.]; Accrington 
District Gas and Water Board Bill; Croy- 
don Gas Bill; 


‘LJ; Hull, Barnsley, 
/unction Railway and Dock Bill; 
Improvement Bill. Reported, 
Amendments. 


VOL. CXLVI. 


and West Riding 


[FourrH Sertzs.] 
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and Retford Railway Bill. 


day and Friday last discharged, and Bill | 
'An Amendment made. 
' mittee 
Great Berkhampstead Gas Bill; Clay | 


Bill; | 2**- 


u.]; Western Valleys (Monmouthshire) | 


Hastings Tramways Bill | 
4.L.]; South Lancashire Tramways Bill | 


Otley | 
with | Bill [u.1.]. 
| agreed to, with Amendments. 


Bill Business. 


South Suburban Gas Bill; 
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Nottingham 
Read 34, and 


passed. 


Stepney Borough Council (Superannua- 
tion) Bill [H, L.J: Tees Valley Water 
=m Bill (4.u.]; Workington Harbour 
and Dock Bill [H.L.]; Hythe Corporation 


Bill [H.u.]. Read 3*, and passed, and 
sent to the Commons. 
South Metropolitan Gas Bill. Read 5*, 


with the Amendment, and passed, and 
returned to the Commons. 


Leeds and Liverpool Canal Bill [H.1.]; 
Metropolitan District Railway Bill [4..] ; 
Orphan Working School and Alexandra 
Orphanage Bill [H. L.]. Commons Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 1) Bill (No. 86); Electric Lighting 
Provisional Order (No. 3) Bill (No. 87). 
Brought from the Commons; read 1*; 
to be printed; and referred to the 
Examiners. 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 
(No. 1) Bill [#.1.]; Pier and Harbour 
Provisional Orders (No 2) Bill [H.1.} 
Committed to a Committee of the Whol: 
House on Thursday next. 


Education Board Provisional Orders 
Confirmation (Liverpool, ete.) Bill [H.1.]. 
House in Committee (according to order) ; 

sill reported without Amendment ; 
Standing Committee negatived ; and Bill 
to be read 5* on Thursday next. 


Education Board Provisional Order 
Confirmation (London No, 2) Bill [#-1.). 
House in Committee (according to order). 
Standing Com- 
negatived. The Report of 
Amendmert to be received on Thursday 


East Cowes Gas Bill [n.L.]; Hastings 


Harbour District Railway (Abandon- 
ment) Bill [1.1.]; MeConnell’s Divorce 
Bill [w.1.]. Returned from the Commons 
agreed to. 


Tyneside Tramways and Tramroads 
Returned from the Commons 
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Malone’s Divorce (Validation) Bill 
[H.L.];  Lautour’s Divorce Bill [H.1.}. 
Message from the Commons for copy of 
the Minutes of Evidence taken before 
this House; together with the pro- 
ceedings and the documents deposited 
in the cases. Ordered to be communi- 
cated, with a request that they may be 
returned. 

WOOLWICH BOROUGH COUNCIL BILL. 
[SECOND READING. | 


Order of the day for the 
teadine read. 


Second 


39 


Moved, ‘* That the Bill be now read 2". 
—(Earl Car-ington.) 


On Question, agreed to, 


Bill read 2* accordingly, and com- 
mitted: the Committee to be proposed 
by the Committee of Selection. 


*Lorp AVEBURY: My Lords, I rise to 
move the Motion standing in my name, 
viz, ‘That it be an instruction to the 
Committee to which the Bill may be re- 
ferred that they shall strike out Clause 20.” 
The Bill which has just been read a second 
time contains a number of provisions 
which, no doubt, may very properly 
be considered hereafter in the usual 
manner by a Committee of the House. 
There is, however, one clause which, if 
allowed to pass into law, would, as it 
seems to us, work grave injustice and 
form a dangerous precedent. Clause 20 
proposes to abolish certain rights at 
present possessed by docks and railway 
companies in the Borough of Woolwich 
and almost everywhere in the Kingdom. 
The general district rate is one imposed 
by local authorities for services rendered 
in respect of lighting, sewers, streets, 
recreation grounds, etc., and in virtue of 
a series of Public Health Acts beginning 
ip 1848 and culminating in the Public 
Health Act, 1875. In these Acts a 
special allowance of 75 per cent. has 
always been allocated to railway com- 
panies and owners of land covered by 
vater outs'de the Metropolitan area. No 
doubt the reason for this special allowance 


was to alleviate in some degree the hard- | 


sh'p to railway and dock companies of 
j p 


the established system of the rating of | 
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their property. These companies con- 
tribute on a very onerous basis towards 
local expenditure, receiving in return but 
little benefit. As an instance [ may 
mention the fact that they provide their 
own police, repair their own roads, 
maintain their own system of sewage, 
light their own property, require no 
baths or free libraries, and last, but not 
least, they have no votes. That the 
exemption or allowance is justified 
therefore in theory, no one will, I think, 
be bold enough to dispute. 


I do not, however, base my objection 
to the clause on this ground—strong as 
it is -but because the provisions of a 
Public Act ought not to be nullified by 
a Private Bill. For some reason, into 
which I need not now enter, this pro- 
vision, though extending to all the rest 
of the country, was not applied to the 
Metropolis. Until 1899 Woolwich did 
not form part of the Metropolis, In 1899, 
however, His Majesty’s Government in- 
troduced a Bill which brought Woolwich 
and some other districts within the Metro- 
politan area. In doing so, however, the 
Prime Minister pledged himself that all 
the then existing rights would be up- 
held. This promise, I need not say, he 
scrupulously fulfilled. The exemptions 
were carefully considered by the House 
of Commons in Committee of the Whole 
House on the 15th of May, 1899. There 
was a lengthy debate on an Amendment 
which had for its object the abolition of 
these very exemptions. The Prime 
Minister and the Solicitor-General both 
strongly resisted the Amendment, and the 
Prime Minister said that he could not 
imagine that privileges conferred by Act 
of Parliament should be taken away by 
a stroke of the pen and without com- 
pensation. The House of Commons, 
by 207 to 114, adopted the Prime 
Minister’s view and agreed to Section 10, 
by which it is expressly provided that— 

“Any scheme under this Act... shall 
make provision for protecting the interests ot 
owners and ocenpiers of any hereditament 
which is exempt from any rate or liable to be 
assessed thereto at a less amount than other 
hereditaments.” 


Scarcely, however, had the Act become 
law when the Borough of Woolwich en 
deavoured to evade the law and defeat the 
express undertaking of the Prime Minister. 
The question was fought out in the 
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Law Courts, and the Lord Chief Justice 
decided against the local authorities. He 
salid— 

“ We are all clearly of opinion that this con- 
tention cannot be maintained... . 
that it was clearly intended that though Wool- 
wich and other outlying places were to come 
within the Metropolis yenerally, yet that 
exemption should continue.” om 


That the Bill does propose to anv 
provisions contained in a Public Act 
indeed is very fairly admitted by the 
promoters of the Bill. Clause 20 pro- 
poses to change the incidence of the 
rate— 

“ Notwithstanding the regulations and condi- 
ions contained in the London Government 
Act.” 


Avowedly, therefore, the local authori- 
ties come before us and ask that the 
rights given by the Public Health Acts, 
which the Prime Minister promised should 
bs maintained by the London Govern- 
ment Act of 1899, which were maintained 
by that Act, and which the Lord Chief 
Justice says were clearly intended to be, 
and as a matter of fact were, protected 
by that Act, should be swept away by a 
Private Bill. 


My Lords, I think it would be easy to 
show that there were good grounds for 
the rights conferred on the companies. 
Moreover, large sums have been in- 
vested on the faith of these rights, and 
surely the shareholders are entitled to 
claim the support of His Majesty’s 
Government and to call on them to carry 
out the pledge given by the Prime 
Minister. It cannot reasonably be con- 
tended that the railway or dock com- 
panies have gained any benetit whatever 
by their property in the Borough of 
Woolwich being included in the Metro- 
polis, or that the borough have been 
saddled with any extra expense by the 
change. I believe I am right in saying 
that the general district rate at its 
present figure would bring in Something 
like an additional £1,750 per annum if, 
leviei in full on the properties which at 
present enjoy thethree-fourths exemption. 
Now, as your Lordships are all, no doubt, 
aware, there have been proposals for 
some time past to expropriate all the 
london dock undertakings for the | 
purpose of forming a public trust, and | 
London County 


23 May 1905} 


We think | 
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Council promoted a Bill with that object 
The effects of Clause 20 of this Bill 
, would, I am told, be a clear loss of over 
£1,000 a year to the London and India 
Docks Company alone, and if the 
| purchase of their undertakings is carried 
out while the Woolwich rates are at 
. anything like their present figure, the 
purchasing body would be in a position 
to claim that their undertaking is worth 
£30,000 less thanitis to-day. This would 
manifestly be most unjust. 


The present system, which rests on a 
series of Public Acts and the pledge of 
the Prime Minister, is just and right in 
itself. But even if Parliament considered 
that there were sufficient grounds for 
depriving the companies of their rights, 
[ submit to your Lordships that this 
should be done openly and by a Public 
Act. On these grounds it has seemed to 
those whom I have consulted that we 
are justified in asking your Lordships to 
withdraw the clause from the cognisance 
of the Committee. Rights, given by a 
Public Act and confirmed by Parliament 
over and over again, ought not to be 
over-ridden by a Private Bill. I submit 
to your Lordships that if we pass the 
Second Reading of this clause we shall 
be establishing a mischievous precedent, 
that we shall strike a blow at public 
confidence, and I confidently ask His 
Majesty’s Government to support the 
instruction and thus give effect to the 
pledge of the Prime Minister, on the 
faith of which the Metropolis Manage- 
ment Act of 1899 was passed by Parlia- 
ment. Moreover, if this clause 
allowed to stand it will infallibly 
be urged hereafter as a precedent in such 
an event, for instance, as that of the 
great districts of East and West Ham 


is 


being hereafter brought within the 
Metropolis, a contingency that has 


already been seriously suggested in Par- 
liament by the Prime Minister. In thos 
boroughs there are very extensive dock 
and railway systems, and it would doubt- 
less be attempted to extend the injustice 


_ against which we now protest, and to quote 


this Bill as a direct precedent in favour 
of doing so. My Lords, [ have no direct 
personal interest in this matter, but it 
seems in the first place unfair and 
unjust to interfere with an arrangemert 
deliberately made by Parliament; anu, 
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in the second, most improper that pro- | 
visions deliberately adopted by a succes- | 
sion of Public Acts, and on the faith of | 
which large sums have been invested, | 
should be upset by a Private Bill. 

Moved, “ That it be an instruction to 
the Committee to which the Bill may be | 
referred that they shall strike out Clause 
20 of the Bill.’—(Lord Avebury.) 


THE CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(The Earl of OnsLow): My Lords, per- 
haps I ought to say a word with regard 
to this Bill, which has come up from the 
House of Commons, where the matter 
has been considered by a Committee o 
that House. Assoon as I saw the notice 
standing on the Paper in the name of 
the noble Lord, [asked that I might be 
supplied with a copy of the evidence 
which was laid before the Committee of 
the other House. I only received that evi- 
dence on Saturday, and I have, therefore. 
been unable to express to the noble Lord 
the views of my Department with regard 
to the Bill; but after having carefully 
looked into the matter. I find that, as the 
noble Lord has infermed your Lordships, 
this particular question has been under the 
consideration of the High Court, who took 
the view which the noble Lord has already 
stated. And perhapsit would be as well 
if I quote to your Lordships the words of 
the Lord Chief Justice in delivering 
judgment. The Lord Chief Justice said— 

“Section 10, Sub-section 1, of the Act of 
1899 provides expressly that a scheme shall 
make provision for protecting the interests of 
owners and occupiers of any hereditament 
which is exempt from any rate or liable to be 
assessed thereto at a less amount than other 
hereditaments. We think that it was clearl, 
intended that though Woolwich and other out- 
lying places were to come within the Metropolis 
generally, yet that exemption should continue.” 

The object of the Bill is to over-ride the 
decision of the High Court, because, of 
course, nothing short of an Act of Parlia- 
ment could do so, and it is claimed that 
the Act as it appears upon the Statute- 
book does not in truth convey the inten- 
tion of Parliament. I did not, under 
those circumstances, feel it my duty to 
take the usual course of moving the 
Second Reading of this Bill, and it has 
been moved by the noble Earl opposite 
(Earl Carrington). The Act of 1899 is a_ 
general Act affecting the whole of the | 


Lord Avebury. 
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Metropolis. and I think Iam right in saying 
that when it was passing through Parlia- 
ment the intention of the Government 


| was expressed that all existing saving 


rights ought to be and should be pro- 


' tected, and I am therefore not able to. 


concur in the view that the intention of 
Parliament has not been properly ex- 
pressed in the Act. 


It is not in any way desirable that it 


' . . 
should become the practice of this House 


to move instructions to Committees. As 
a general rule, it is much better that all 
Private Bills should go to Committees to 
he thrashed out, but when @ Bill is in- 
troduced to say, not what is the law, or 
how the law ought to be altered, but what 
was the intention of Parliament in making 
a law, then I venture to think that your 
Lordships as a body are entitled to ex- 
press your opinion. I cannot contend 
that the moving of instructions to Com- 
mittees is without precedent. There have 
been two precedents, one a g od many 
years ago and one in the year 1902, which 
dealt with a Bill promoted by the London 
County Ceune:l to bring traniways over 
Westminster Bridge. On both of those 
occasions an instruction was moved 
in this House, and on the last occasion, 
although my predecessor in the office 
which [ now occups held the same view 
that I do, that it was inexpedient and 
undesirable that instructions should be 
moved to Committees, vour Lordships 
decided otherwise, and the instruction 
wa: carried, In the circumstances of 
this case I do not propose to ask your 
Lordships to oppose the Motion of the 
noble Lord, but I confess f think it would 
have been much better if, in view of the 
expression of opinion that has been given 
to them, the promoters of the Bill had 
adopted the usual course an| withdrawn 
the clause rather than compel your 
Lordships to go to a division upon it. 


*Eart CARRINGTON : My Lords, I 
hope the House will allow me to saya 
few words on this clause as I had the 
honour of moving the Second Reading of 
the Bill. The noble Lord who moved the 
instruction to the Committee went so far 
as to say that the provisions of Clause 20 
of this Bill constituted an unjust and un- 
fair arrangement. I hope it is hardly 
necessary to say that if we had consideied 
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that there was anything unjust or unfair 
about the arrangement we should be 
the last persons in the world to have 
given any sanction to it; but I think the 
case is really not a very difficult or com- 
plicated one. The borough of Woolwich 
as it now exists, consists of the parish of 
Woolwich, the parish of Plumstead, and 
the parish of Eltham, all welded into one 
large borough. It is, I believe, the second 
largest borough in London. The parish 
of Woolwich was the only parish in the 
Metropolis which retained its local board 
till it was dealt with by the London 
Government Act of 189%, and when the 
Government passed that Act they in- 
tended, I believe, that Woolwich should 
be placed under the general law applying 
to Metropolitan boroughs. The Chairman 
of the Committee, who had paid great 
attention to the arguments urged by 
counsel on both sides, said— 

“We had to consider what was the probable 
intention of Parliament in framing these clauses. 
The intention of the Government was to place 
Woolwich under the general law applying to 
metropolitan boroughs.” 

They never intended that the London 
aud East India Docks Company, the 
South Eastern and Chatham Railway 
Company, and the Great Eastern Railway 
Company should be exempted from piy- 


ing three-fourths of the rates of the | 


pirish of Woolwich, The intention was 
that they should pay the whole of 
the rates payable, as they do in the 
parishes of Eltham and Plumstead. 


I do not think that the promoters 
of this Bill have any reason to complain 
at all of the attitude taken by the noble 
Zar! the Chairman of Committees in 
your Lordships’ House. He was quite 
frank on the subject, and said he would 
not oppose the Second Reading of the 
Bill, It should be remembered that this 
Bill has been approved by the Police and 
Sanitary Committee of the House of Com- 
mons and by the House of Commons 
itself, and that the Local Government 
Board and the Treasury have carefully 
considered Clause 20, which is as follows— 

“ From and after the thirtieth day of Septem- 
ber next, after the passing of this Act, all kinds 
of property within the parish of Woolwich, for 
the time being by law assessable to the general 
rate to which Sub-section (1) (B) of Section 211 
of the Public Health Act, 1875, applies, shall be 
assessed on the full net annual value of such 
property notwithstanding the exceptions regu- 
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| lations, and conditions contained in that section 


and the provisions of the London Government 
Act, 1899, or any scheme or order made there- 
under. Provided always that nothing in this 
section shall prejudice or affect any exemption 
from any rate or any right or liability to be 
assessed to any rate at a less amount than other 
hereditaments under or by virtue of the Metro- 
polis Management Act, 1855, or any other enact- 
ment applying to London,” 


and are satisfied that the change pro- 
posed to be effected is necessary and 
desirable. In these circumstances I do 
most respectfully submit that we have 
a Verv strong case. We have been told 
that this is an attempt to alter a Public 
Act by a Private Bill. No doubt that 
would be a Very improper thing to do, 
but I submit that this public law, as it is 


‘called, never did apply to London at all. 


Before the passing of the Act of 1899, 
Woolwich was not a part of London for 
It became 
an integral part of the Metropolis when 
that great Act was passed, and all 
country Acts relating to Woolwich were 
supposed to have been repealed and the 
London Acts applied. The present state 
of affairs, which Clause 20 proposes te 
remedy, arose really through a mistake 
in the drafting, and advantage—I will 
not say unfair advantage—has been taken 
of the mistake that was made. 


I am empowered to say that the 
borough of Woolwich does not object in 
any Way to proper opposition to this Bill; 
they do not object to opposition from 
any Of the companies. They wish for 
fair play, and are quite ready to accept 
the result. But ther do object to this 
side wind being brought in to prevent an 
inquiry which I respe:tfully submit ought 
to be made before the proper tribunal, 
namely, a Committee of your Lordships’ 
House. I have nothing more to say. I 
leave the case of the borough of Woolwich 
with the greatest confidenc> in the hands 
of your Lordships. I would only repeat, 
in conclusion, that both the Local Govern- 
ment Board and the Tre:sury have care- 
fully considered the clause and are 
sitisfied that the change proposed is 
necessary and desirable. Surely, in those 
circumstances, it is a little hard that the 
clause should be disposed of by av 
instruction to the Committee, thus 
depriving the Committee of the 
opportunity of giving the matter the 
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consideration it deserves. ‘The Com- 
panies concerned, whose interest Lord 


Avebury seeks t» protect, would still | 


have every opportunity of opposing the 
Bill before the Committee, who may 
safely be left to safeguard any rights they 
may have. I hope your Lordships will 
not accept the instruction moved by 
Lord Avebury, but will allow the Bill to 
go to a Committee and proceed in the 
ordinary course. 


Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: My | 


Lords, I should like to say a word or two 
on the second point raised by the noble 
Karl who has just sat down. [ will not 
touch on the merits of the Bill. What I 
object to, on principle, is that by the 
provisions of this Bill—-a Private Bill—it 
is sought to repeal a Public Act. I can 
assure your Lordships that by Section 10 
of the Act of 1899 any scheme under that 
Act must make provision for protecting 
the interests of owners and occupiers of 
any hereditaments exempt from any rate 
or liable to be assessed thereto at a less 
amount than other hereditaments. That 
provision, so far as it affects Woolwich, 
is sought to be repealed by this Private 
Bill. [hope this House will not agree to 
that. Some vears ago in the House of 
Commons a Private Bill sought to repeal 
a Public Act of Parliament. I ventured 
then to call the attention of the House of 
Commons to the matter, and, with the 
full sanction of the Speaker, the House 
condemned the principle, and that Bill, 
so far as it proposed to repeal a Public 
Act, was not proceeded with. 


I would remind your Lordships that 
the mode of procedure in passing Public 
and Private Acts is entirely different. In 
the case of Public Acts public opinion is 
brought to bear on their procedure 
through both Houses of Parliament, and 
they are discussed on their merits by 
those who know what public opinion is; 
but in the case of Private Bills no such 
procedure takes place except in a very 
modified form, and if this principle is to 
prevail you may have a Public Act, the 
principle of which has been discussed in 
both Houses of Parliament, repealed by 
a Private Bill, at the consideration of 
which by the Committee the public were 
totally unrepresented. The promoters of 
a Private Bill and the opponents might, 


Earl Carrington, 
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| for instance, come to terms as toa clause, 
)and that clause might repeal a Public 
Act. The principle is altogether a had 
one, an I hore your Lordships will not 
sanction it. If the contention of the 
‘noble Earl who moved the Second 
Reading of the Bill is right, let them 
remedy the matter by a Public Act. 


There is another objection—a practica} 
objection—in referring to which I am 
certain I shall receive the support of the 
noble and learned Earl on the Woolsack. 
The Judges who have to administer the 
law have records of every Public Act, but 
no library, except a few local libraries, 
possesses copies of Private Acts. Judges 
have no records of Private Acts, and yet 
they are supposed intuitively to know that 
a clause of some Private Act has repealed 
another clause of a Public Act. This 
mode of legislating places those who have 
to administer the law in a false position, 
and I hope, for the reasons which have 
been stated, the Motion moved by Lord 
Avebury will be carried. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: My Lords, | 
should like to offer a few remarks with 
regard to what has just fallen from the 
noble and learned Lord opposite. 1 think 
he has put the case in rather too strong 
alight. He says that Clause 20 of this 
Bill proposes to repeal a Public Act. I 
think that is far too strong an expression 
to use. I quite admit that it proposes to 
modify conditions which hold good under 
a Public Act, but only in order to bring 
it in accordance with the London Govern 
ment Act, 1899, which has been passed 
for the whole of London. These condi- 
tions which it is now proposed to apply 
to the Borough of Woolwich are condi- 
tions which were applied by a Public 


Act to the whole of the rest of 
London. You have at this particular 
moment the Bvrough — of Woolwich 


alone in which these particular cor- 
porations are exempt from the payment 
of a certain share of the rates. 


The noble Lord who moved the in- 
struction to the Committee argued this 
question rather on the justice of the 
case. He said it was hard on the dock 
and railway companies that thev should 
be subject to these rates because they 
did not use the baths and washhouses or 


| the public library, and derived no benefit 
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from the objects of the rate; but I do 
not think that is a good argument. It 
does seem to me that whoever holds 
property in a particular district is bound 
on that property to pay for the benefit 


of the whole district and for the services | 


which apply to the whole district. 
Therefore, I say it is a fair thing and 


common justice that these great corpora- | 
tions should be brought in to contribute | 


fairly to the general rate of the Borough of 
Woolwich. Thad thoughtit was accepted 
by all parties that one of the great de- 
sideratums was that in London the 
burden of the rates should be equalised. 
In every other part of London, as I have 
already informed your Lordships, the 
rates fall on corporations of the kind 
which my noble friend now endeavours 
in the case of Woolwich to exempt, and 
I do not think it is fair that they should 
be so exempted in the case of Woolwich. 


As the noble Earl who moved the 
Second Reading has pointed out, the 
Bill has passed through the House of 
Commons, has been examined by a Com- 
mittee of that House, and has received 
the support of the Treasury and the 
Local Government Board there. I should 
like to know what the view of the 
representative of the Local Government 
Boird in your Lordships’ House _ is 
with regard to this Bill. We are now 
asked by Lord Avebury to pass an 
instruction to the Committee to which 
the Bill may be referred to strike out 
Clause 20. All we are asking is that this 
particular clause should be allowed to go 
to a Committee of your Lordships’ House 
to be discussed. in order that the whole 
merits of the case may be brought be- 


fore the Committee and thoroughly 
threshed out. 1 had always thought 


that there was nothing this House was 
more opposed to than limiting the dis- 
cretion of its own Committees. The 
Committees of this House have deservedly 


obtained a high reputation for the way | 


in which they deal with Private Bills, 
and I urge your Lordships not to depart 
from the ordinary practice in this case, 
but allow the Bill, without this instrue- 
tion, to go before the Committee and be 
dise issed and decided on its merits. 


Lorp MONKSWELL: My Lords, I 
only, rise to point out the view of Sir 
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Erskine May in regard to the repealfof 
Public Acts by Private Bills. Sir Erskine 
May says that it had been questioned 
| whether a Public Act might be amended 
by a Private Bill, but that— 

| ‘*No rule has been established which pre- 
| cludes the promoters of a Private Bill from 
seeking te amend a Public Act,” 

though such a proposal required proper 
supervision. He gives a good many 
precedents, and states that in 1887 the 
| Dover Harbour Corporation Bill was 
passed through Parliament repealing the 
Dover Harbour Public Act of 1861. 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR (The Earl 
of Hatspury): My Lords, I only wish 
to say that [ entirely associate myself 
with the remarks made by my noble and 
learned friend Lord James. It may be, 
where some great case has been made 
out and where there is an overwhelming 
necessity for it, that a Private Bill may, 
as Sir Erskine May Says, be allowed to 
repeala Publie Act; but it is idle to sav 
that there is any svch overwhelming 
necessity in this case. The Borough cf 
Woolwich wishes to obtain more rates, 
but that is not an overwhelming neces- 
sity such as would justify the repeal of a 
provision in a Public Act. Itrust, there- 
tore, that your Lordships will not sanc- 
tion the clause in question going to the 
Committee, 


Eart SPENCER: My Lords, I rather 
regret being obliged to say anything on 
this matter, but I feel some difficulty in 
agreeing to the course urged by my noble 
friends behind me. 1am not going into 
the merits of the matter as to whether 
the clause is a just one or not, and I will 
not even go into the question woich Lord 
Tweedmouth has so clearly put with 
regard to the general Act, and the 
bringing of Woolwich into line with the 
other boroughs in this matter; but I do 
confess I feel strongly that the view put 
forward by my noble and learned friend 
Lord James is the correct one, that a 
Private Bill should not be allowed to 
repeal a clause in a Public Act. The 
Act in question is a very important 
general Act, and I feel very great 
difficulty in the matter. This is a case 
of a Private Bill seeking to set aside a 
clause in a Public Act, and, without 
| going into the merits of the case at all, 
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T should feel great difficulty, if it came to | 
a division, in following my noble friends | 
behind me and voting against the in- | 
struction proposed by the noble Lord. | 


There is another matter which J cannot | 
help referring to as a layman who does 
not find it always easy to interpret Acts | 
of Parliament. TI allude to the fact that | 
in this clause there is a greater sin of 
reference than almest any that has been | 
committed. I consulted a very distin- 
guished lawyer on the question, and he 
said he was ready to look into it, but the 
clause was so complicated that even he | 
could not in a few hours give a clear | 
view upon it. That, I think, is a good | 
example of what the noble and learned 
Lord on the Woolsack and my noble and | 
learned friend opposite referred to lat 
night—the evil of legislating by reference. 
I regret to have had to make this state- 
ment, but I feel that there is considerab!e 
force in what has been said against over- 
riding a Public Act by a Private Bill. 
If it is unjust to exempt Woolwich in | 
this matter, that injustice should be | 
remedied by a Public Act, and not by a 
clause in a Private Bill. 


On Question, Motion agreed to. 


PETITIONS, 


INTOXICATING LIQUORS (HOURS OF 
SALE) BILL [x.1.}. 

Petitions in favour of; of inhabitants | 
of Gloucester; Chillenden; Liverpool 
(2); Stockton-on-Tees; Derby ; Glasgow; | 
Reading; Leytonstone; Birmingham 
(2); Atherton; Croydon; Dorset and | 
Southern Counties Temperance Associa- | 
tion; Welsh Good Templars, East Anglia 
Lodge; Probus Society ; Bible Christian 
(Methodist) Church ; Summerfield Latter | 
Day Saints; London Good Templars ; 
Kent Temperance Federation; Durham 
Good Templars (2); Midland Temperance | 
League ; Scottish Temperance League ; | 
Scotch Good Templars. Read, and | 
ordered to lie on the Table. | 


(LORDS} 


| Commissioners to the saine date. 


| EDUCATION 
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COMMERCIAL No. 2 (1905) (SUEZ CANAL). 


Returns of shipping and tonnage, 
1902, 1903, and 1904 (in continuation of 


“Commercial, No. 4 (i904) ”). 


AUSTRALIA AND NEW ZEALAND. 
Correspondence relating to merchant 
shipping legislation in Australia and 
New Zealand. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 
Report of the proceedings of the Board 
of Trade to the 3lst December, 1904, and 
of the proceedings of the Light Railway 
Laid 
before the House (pursuant to Act), and 


'ordered to lie on the Table. 


BOARD PROVISIONAL 
ORDER CONFIRMATION (LONDON 
No. 2) BILL [u.1.]. 

House in Committee (according to 

Order). 


[The Earl of Oxstow in the Chair.) 
3 agreed to. 


Clauses | to 


Lorp MONKSWELL moved the in- 


| sertion of a new clause after Clause 3, 
the object of which was, he said, to bring 


the Bill in conformity with other Bills of 
the same character which had 
passed from time to time. The clause 
which he proposed was the ordinary one 


been 


'to prevent compensation being claimed 


in respect of improvements made alter a 
Bill for compulsory purchase had been 
introduced. A precisely similar proviso 
was inserted in the London County 
Council General Purposes Bill of last 


year, and he was told that the clause 


was the ordinary one in those cases. 


Amendment moved— 


** After Clause 3 to insert as a new clause, the 


| words ‘Insettling any question of disputed pur- 


| chase-money or compensation payable under 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
TRADE REPORTS: ANNUAL SERIES. 
No. 3379. United States (Porto Rico) ; | 

No. 3380. Western Pacific (Samoa). 


Earl Spencer, 


| this Act by the Council, the Court or persons 


settling the same shall not award any sum of 
money for or in respect of any improvement, 
alteration, or building made for or in respect 
of any interest in the lands created after the 
18th day of October, 1904, if in the opinion of 


| such Court or person the improvement, altera- 


tion, or building, or the creation cf the interest 
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inrespect of which the claim is made, was not 


reasonably necessary, and was made or created | 


with a view of obtaining or increasing compensa- 
tion under this Act.’ ””—(Lord Monksiell.) 


*TuE LORD PRESIDENT or tHE 
COUNCIL axp PRESIDENT oF THE 
BOARD or EDUCATION (The Mar- 
quess Of LonponpERRyY): My Lords, 
the noble Lord has stated with clearness 
the object of his Amendment. The 
Board of Education were not prepared 
to introduce a clause of this kind them- 
selves, Inasmuch as it did not come within 
their sphere, but as it has been proposed 
by the London County Council we do not 
oiler any opposition to the Amendment. 
I] understand that the clause is intended 
to protect the ratepayers, which is a very 
important matter at the present day, and 
to prevent any land which is taken 
compulsorily being built upon in order 
that a heavy conpensation may be 
obtained when the Act comes into force. 
On behalf of His Majesty’s Government, 
therefore, I accept the Amendment. 


(in Question, Amendment agreed to. 


temaining clause agreed to. Standing 
Committee negatived: the Report of 
Amendment to be received on Thursday 
next, 


PUBLIC MEETINGS (FACILITIES) BILL 
[H.t.]. 
[SECOND READING. | 
Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 


Lorp BURGHCLERE : 


measure which I venture 


My Lords, the 
to submit for 


_ your Lordships’ consideration this even- 





ing 's,in my humble judgment, as simple 
as it Is necessary and as necessary as it 
ls simple. Its object is to enable the 
people of fa district, when there is no 
other Suitable provision in the neighbour- 
hood, to hold public meetings in the rooms 
of public elementary schools in order 
that thev may be able to hear the views 
of their candidates for Parliament or for 
the local bodies of the district in which 
they live. I venture to hope that I shall 
be able to show your Lordships in the 
first place that the measure is necessary ; 
Secondly, that its principle has had the 


{23 May 1905} 
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| direct sanction of both of the great 
Parties in the State; and thirdly, that it 
can be carried into effect without damage 
to the educational value of the schools 
or financial loss to the ratepayers or the 
school ma>agers. 


In order to show your Lordships that 
the measure is necessary at the present 
moment I shall have to trouble you with 
a short history as to how the necessity 
came about. The necessity for this 
measure arose in consequence of the 
Franchise Act of 1884, when, for the 
first time, agricultural labourers became 
the majority of the rural electors in 
county constituencies. Previous to that 
time the majority of the electors in those 
constituencies were farmers. or other well- 
to-do people, and their candidates or 
Members were accustomed to take ad- 
vantage of the farmers’ ordinary or some 
similar occasion in order to address 
them ; but when the agricultural labourers 
became electors it was necessary for 
candidates to go into the various villages 
in order to come face to face with those 
who were to have the power of returning 
them to Parliament; and when I 
mention to your Lordships that in a 
large agricultural constituency which I 
had the honour of representing for many 
years, though itcomprised eighty villages, 
there were only five places which it was 
possible to hire in which to address 
meetings, I think it will be seen that in 
that constituency at any rate the rooms 
of the elementary schools were the only 
places available for meetings. 


A difficulty arose in 1885, because it 
was found in some of the villages that 
while the managers granted the use of 
the school to one of the candidates they 
objected to letting it to the other 
political candidate, or else put such con- 
ditions upon its use by him as to make 
it practically prohibitory. Inthe autumn 
of 1885 the question of disestablishment, 
which had not previously been very much 
before the electors, suddenly came to the 
front, and in aconstituency which I my- 
self know well the Conservative candi- 
date went down to a certain village, 
obtained the use of the school, and made 
an attack on his opponent with regard 
to his views on disestablishment, although 
that opponent had never put disestablish- 
ment in the forefront on his programme. 
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Yet when the Liberal candidate asked 
for the use of the schoolroom, the vicar 
granted his request on condition that in 
the course of his speech he did not men- 
tion the word disestablishment, and so 
the unfortunate man had to go down to 
that village to answer an opponent who 
had attacked him a week before, and the 
main point in the attack was to be 
barred. 


T want to say at once that I bring no 
accusation whatever against Conservative 
candidates. Onthe contrary, I am quite 
certain that they are just as anxious as 
we should be that their opponents should 
have full opportunity of putting their 
views before the electors. Nor do I bring 


any sweeping charges against school 
managers generally. I believe the class 
to which I refer are in an absolute 


minority, but at the same time in the 
small out-of-the-way places which this 
measure would practically affect, political 
hostility is often of a bitter nature, and 
it is in those places that it is necessary 
that agricultural labourers. who, after 
all, are not the best educated of the 
electors generally, should have an 
opportunity of hearing both sides of those 
gieat political questions upon which 
Parliament has given them the might 
and the duty of voting. And here I 
would mention a fact, which I would 
venture with all humility to commend 
to the right rev. bench. It is this, that 
the chaiiman of the managers is in many 
cases, if not in most cases, the vicar or 
the rector of the parish. and as I do not 
believe for a single moment that the 
majority of the clergy take such a view 
as [have pointed out of refusing their 
schools to particular political candidates, 
I think it is very hard that on account 
of a few political zealots there should be 
an injustice done to the clergy at large. 
It is on that account that I would ask, 
with all submission, for the support of 
the right rev. Prelates to my Bill. 


There have been several Resolutions 
and Bills brought in on this subject. 
There were Resolutions in the House of 
Commons in 1887, in 1889, and in 1892. In 
1887 and 1889 interesting discussions took 
place on the subject, but no vote was 
taken. But in 1892, on the eve of a 
general election, I was fortunate enough 
to persuade the House of Commons to 


Lord Burghelere. 


{LORDS} 
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unanimously pass a Resolution of which 


this Bill is the embodiment. More than 
that, with the assent of the present 
Prime Minister a Bill was brought into 
the House of Commons by the Govern- 
ment which was practically on all fours 
with this Bill. But, as your Lordships 
know, a general election shortly after- 
wards took place and the Conservative 
Government had not the opportunity of 
placing the Bill on the Statute-book, as 
no doubt they very ardently desired. It 
may be said that the succeeding Glad- 
stonian Government ought to have 
brought in a Bill of their own on this 
subject. Ido not knowthat it is neces- 
sary to remind your Lordships that dur- 
ing the somewhat strenuous Government 
of 1892-5 the House of Commons was 
cecupied with a good many very large 
and far-reaching measures, and owing to 
the gallantry and eloquence of the 
Opposition of the day those measures 
took considerable time to debate. That 
may form an excuse for their not having 
dealt with the matter in a special Bill; 
but, as a matter of fact, the principle was 
embodied in the Local Government Act, 
1894, which is generally known as the 
Parish Councils Act. Therefore I clatu 
that the Government of 1892-5, busy as 
they undoubtedly were, vet embraced the 
only opportunity at their disposal of 
placing this principle on the Statute- 
book. 


It may be said that in consequence of 
the Bill which was brought in by the 
Conservative Government and the unani- 
mous Resoluti n of the House of Commons 
of 1892 the necessity for this measure, 
after all these years, has practically 
passed away. It 1s, of course, impossible 
for me or any private individual to 
obtain accurate information with regard 
to what has taken place throughout the 
whole of Great Britain, but I have been 
able to obtain seme information with 
regard to the home counties, and though 
I do not pretend for a single moment that 
the information I have received,is entirely 
complete, yet it goes to show that in the 
limited area of the home counties during 
1904-5, at the by-elections that have 
taken place and at other elections, there 
have been eighty-four refusals of schools 
when they have been applied for, and 
that, | venture to think, is a very large 
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number. I would also mention that there 
are Cases among those | am referring to 
in which the schools have been refus:d to 
both political candidates. Then there 
have been cases where the charges for the 
hire of the schools were so high as to be 
pract:callv prohibitive, and the managers 
of the schools have been able to avoid the 
obloquy of direct refusal of putting a 
prohibitory charge on the schools. 

Then there are Cases, not at all uncom- 
mon, in Which the. managers do not like 
the political opinions of the persons who 


apply tor the use of the schools. I do 
not wish for a single moment to 


gibbet any pa:ticular place or any par- 
ticular person, and if I venture to 
give some instances of replies that were 
received in answer to applications for 
schoo's I do not intend to mention 
names, but the authority, of course, is at 
the disposal of the noble Marquess or 
anyone else who desires to see it privately. 
One of the refusals was to this effect. A 
rev. gentleman wrote that the Conserva- 
tives had had a meeting at the * Red 
Lion.” and he added— 


“[T presume that is available for you, too.” 


I venture to think that advocates of 
temperance on both sides of the House 
will agre> that a public-house or an inn 
where wine, spirits, and beer are sold is 
nota very desirable place for a political 
meeting, The heady wine of politics is 
sufficiently exciting in itself, but if it is 
leavened by the beer of the ‘ Magpie and 
Stump’? it may have disastrous effects. 
the vicar of another place wrote to this 
ehect— 

“Not being myself a Liberal, but, on the 
contrary, a staunch Conservative, I cannot 
accede to the request contained in your letter.” 


Well, my Lords, that is very much to 
the point. I should have preterred that 
iis answer had been of a more judicial 
character. Then there is a case which 
concerns a member of His Majesty's 
Government, and the story I am going to 
tellisimmensely tu his credit. A meeting 
was held by this gentleman, who was the 
Member for the constituency, and shortly 
aiterwards his Liberal opponent applied 
tor the use of the same school, but it was 
telused to him, and the gentleman to 
whom I refer intervened on behalf of his 
Liberal opponent, obtained the use of the 


school for him, and the meeting was held. | 


{23 May 1905} 
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But what a condemnation of the systenr 
that very fact is! The amusing part, 
however, is the result, for the clergyman 
said there should be no political meetings 
held in the school at all for the future. 
I think I have said enough to show that 
there is, even at the present moment, a 
necessity for this measure. 


The principle of this Bill has the direct 
sanction of both political Parties. I have 
referred to the unanimous reception by 
the House of Commons of the Resolution 
moved in 1892, to the Bill which was 
brought in by the Conservative Govern- 
ment of that day at the instance of the 
Prime Minister embodying that Resolu- 
tion, and, finally, to the Local Government 
Act of 1894, which received the assent of 
your Lordships’ House and the House of 
Commons, endorsing the principle. The 
Bill of 1892, which, as I have said, was 
brought in by a Conservative Government, 
was practically on all fours with this 
measure, It provided that schoolrooms 
might be used for meetings in respect to 
elections to Parliament and the local 
bodies free of charge. I would emphasise 
the words “free of charge,’ because a 
noble Lord who criticised this measure 
pointed out that there ought to be some 
charge for the use of the schoolrooms. 
My answer is that when I originally 
drafted the Bill I had considered putting 
in a limited charge, but when I read the 
Conservative Bill of 1892, which, as I 
have said, was sanctioned by the present 
Prime Minister, and found that it pro- 
vided that the use of the room should be 
granted without any charge, I felt that it 
was impossible for me to do other than 
follow that example. 


As recently as 1902, whena debate took 
place on this subject during the discussion 
of the Education Bill, a Member of the 
other House moved a clause by which 
the schoolrooms would be at the disposal 
of Parliamentary candidates, and the 
Prime Minister said :— 

** He was not saying that a provision of the 
kind, made universal—” 

in that proposal it was restricted to 
voluntary schools— 

“Could not be so safeguarded as to make it 
a reasonable and proper addition to the Statute- 
book, but he ventured to suggest that it 
should be introduced as a separate Bill and at 
a time when the House would have an oppor- 
tunity of discussing iv.” 
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your Lordships will find time to discuss 
it if it be necessary so to do. When Mr. 
Balfour accepted the Resolution of 1892 
he said— 

“We are all agreed on both sides of the 
House that it is in the highest degree desirable 
that these schools, in districts where no other 
public place of assembly is obtainable, should 
be open to every side of politics.’ 

I have every hope, therefore, that His 
Majesty's Government will accept this 
Bill. It can be adopted without 
interference with the use of the schools 
for educational purposes, and without 
loss to the ratepayers or the managers 
of the schools. It is laid down that any 
expense incurred shail be borne by the 
person in whose behalf the school is 
taken, and he will also pay for any 
damage that may be done. Moreover, 
except during elections, the use of the 
schools in these villages is to be limited 
to twice a year. Therefore, I claim that 
the Bill contains adequate safeguards. I 
do not know what the attitude of the 
Government will be, but I am sanguine 
that they will accept the Bill. If they 
do not I shall be curious to know on 
what ground the noble Marquess will 
base his refusal. If he opposes it on 
principle he will be opposing a principle 
which has been affirmed by his own 
Prime Minister and by his own Party in 
both Houses of Parliament. I venture. 
on my part, without hesitation to com- 
mend the measure to the common sense 
and justice of your Lordships’ House 
and of the country. 


Moved, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read 2*.” 
—{Lord Burghclere.) 


*THe LORD ARCHBISHOP or CAN- 
TERBURY: My Lords, my _ noble 
friend who has just sat down, in the 
course of his exceedingly interesting, 
pointed, and lucid speech, appealed 
specially to the Episcopal Bench in the 
hope of obtaining their support for the 
Bill which he asks your Lordships to 
read a second time to-night. I am not 
empowered to speak as the representative 
of the Bishops generally on this subject, 
for we have not had an opportunity of 
jointly considering the measure; but, 
speaking for myself, and simply for myself, 

Lord Burghelere. 


(LORDS) 


I have introduced it as a separate Bill | 
this evening, and [ venture to hope that | 
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I wish to say that I believe the principle 
of the Bill to be sound, and one which 
your Lordships ought to accept. The noble 
Lord, in speaking of rural schools, presum- 
ably had in his mind the schools which 
are now described as “ non-provided,” 
and formerly as “ voluntary,” but he did 
not touch at all on the question of the 
ownership of the buildings in which the 
school work is carried on. It was, 
perhaps, not necessary for his argument 
that he should do so; but I would 
remind your Lordships that, while the 
buildings are largely used for public 
purposes — and those purposes are 
largely dependent upon pubiic funds 
—the buildings still remain private 
property, and that fact has to be 
borne in mind when considering the 
difficulties with which this subject is 
surrounded. But, in whomsoever the 
actual ownership of the schools is vested, 
I maintain that they ought, in fairness, to 
be available for such purposes as this 
Bill describes, under careful restrictions 
against possible misuse and with definite 
limitations: the condition being care- 
fully observed that they cught not to be 
so used except in places where no other 
suitable building is available. Holding 
that principle to be sound, I am prepared 
to vote with the noble Lord in favour ot 
the Second Reading of this Bill. 


But I desire to point out that the Bill 
will require a great deal of consideration in 
regard to its details before it can, without 
harm, become an Act of Parliament. It 
gives so great an extension of the right 
which now exists on the part of the 
public to the use of school buildings for 
other than educational purposes, that 
difficulties of no inconsiderable kind 
mizht, to the detriment of education. 
arise in some villages. I believe that 
those difficulties ought to be faced and 
can be overcome. The noble Lord stated 
that except during elections the use of 
the schools in these villages was to be 
limited to twice a year, but the Bill 
provides that after reasonable notice 
given by any Member of Parliament, 
county councillor, or member of any 
public body elected by the ratepayers ot 
the area in which such district is situated, 
or any Parliamentary candidate, of 
candidate for the county council or other 
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elective body for such area or district, 
the schoolhouse may be used in pur- 
suance of thecandidature of such person on 
two occasions during the year, which is 
a very different matter. There might be 
a very large number of individuals in the 
course of the twelve months who might 
wish to take advantage of this Bill. 


I am all in favour of facilitating the 
ventilation of public questions on all 
sides, both in town and country. I 
believe that by carrying out that principle 
alone can we expect to advance the 
popular intelligence on public questions ; 
and, holding that opinion most strongly, 
[am prepared to go as far as possible 
to meet the necessities of the case. The 
noble Lord who moved the Second 
Reading of the Bill spoke of the measure 
as being as simple as it was necessary. 
Necessary it may be, but simple in 
working, I venture to think, it certainly 
is not as at present drafted; and I 
believe a great many of the provisions 
will require much careful consideration 
before they can be satisfactorily placed 
on the Statute-book. I do not think 
that the safeguards which the Bill 
provides against the harassing use of the 
buildings are sufficient. The noble Lord 
quoted letters which had been received 
from the chairmen of boards of managers, 
before, I think, the passing of the recent 
Education Act. 


Lorp BURGHCLERE: No; during 
the vears 1904 and 1905. 


*Tus LORD ARCHBISHOP or CAN- 


TERBURY: The letters the noble 
Lord quoted were from the  chair- 
men of managers respecting the use 


of buildings, and the writers of those 
letters were clergy in charge of parishes. 
Now it is doubtless true that there are 
a good many men who in matters 
of this kind are not very far-seeing, not 
very widely sympathetic, and possibly 
not very wise; but this is not confined 
to one class of men or to one side of 
politics. I could mention cae after case 
of obstructive action taken at this moment 
by authorities with respect to schools 
which provide that kind of religious educa- 
tion which Parliament in its wisdom 
allows to be given ; and I venture to think 
that a candidate for a county council 
who, like one who came the other day 
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under my own observation, was a large 
employer of labour and declined to em- 
ploy anyone who came from a Church 
of England school, would not be at all 
careful to avoid difficulties in the demand 
which this Bill would enable him to 
make on those in charge of the school 
buildings. Again, in the Bill there is a 
very invidious distinction drawn between 
secular and religious instruction, for 
there is this proviso— 

“ Provided that such public meeting shall not 
be held at such times or in such manner as to 
interfere with the hours set apart for secular 
Instruction. 

I maintain that religious instruction is an 
inherent part of instruction as a whole, 
and must be placed in no such secondary 
or insignificant position as would be 
implied by the proviso as it stands, 


Very emphatically shall I—if the 
Bill goes forward as I hope it 
will — vote against the retention 


of any such distinction. The noble Lord 
gave us no explanation of that very 
remarkable and somewhat prominent 
distinction, and I should be curious 
to know on what ground it is made part 
of the Bill. 


I am merely pointing out difficulties of 
detail and not in the least opposing the 
principle of the Bill. But the difficulties 
are not imaginary. For example, there is 
a provision in the third clause that if any 
question arises under the Act as to 
what ts reasonably suitable or convenient 
it may be determined by the Board of 
Education. I daresay the Board of 
Education is as good an authority to 
refer educational questions to as could 
be found, but I should feel a little sorry 
for the Board of Education in London 
if it had to decide such local problems as 
whether or not there was any building 
in a parish suitable for the purposes of a 
particular meeting. That is not neces- 
sarily an educational question at. all. 
For example, suppose there is in the 
village a public hall which can be hired 
for, say, ten shillings. Does that charge 
render the building unsuitable or un- 
available, or inconvenient, and necessitate 
falling back upon the school. Or again, 
is the existence of a chapel which has 
hitherto been used for political meetings 


‘an adequate provision of another 
building? Those are the kind of 


details that will require to be carefully 
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considered before this Bill is finally passed 
into law; but as regards the large prin- 
ciple embodied in the Bill, I believe it 
to be laid on sound lines, and I see no 
reason why such facilities should not be 


Pubic Me tings 


made practicable everywhere, provided | 


the necessary limitations, which cannot 
be beyond our wit to devise, are care- 
fully thought out and worded. 


THe LORD PRESIDENT or tHE 
COUNCIL anp PRESIDENT or THE 
BOARD or EDUCATION (The Mar- 


quess of LonponpErRY): My Lords, | 
introduced | this | 


the noble Lord has 
Bill in words of a 
character, and his — speech 
that he has the interests 
measure thoroughly at heart. 


practical 
showed 
of the 

The 


most 


‘House also heard from the most. rev. | 


Primate a speech of a broad-minded 


character and one which will be of prac- | 


tical use in considering the important 
details in the future stages of the Bill. 
Lord Burghclere has been a consistent 
supporter of the cause of affording 


facilities for the holdingof public meetings | 


in schools. I am not going to follow 
him back to the year 1884 as to the 
facilities afforded to agriculturists for 
listening to political speeches, but I 
quite agree with him that the extension 
of the franchise has entirely altered 
the system of addressing electors. 

I noted with interest how Lord Burgh- 
clere alluded to the fact that in 1892 he, 
as a then Member of the House of Com- 
mons, was responsible for a Resolution 
which was passed through that House 
without opposition from the Govern- 
ment of the day. The noble Lord 
did not exaggerate in the slightest 
degree the manner in which that Reso- 
lution was received in the House of Com- 
mons, but when he went on to say that 


the Bill introduced afterwards by Sir | 


William Hart Dyke was on all fours 
with the Resolution for which he was 
responsible I am afraid I must differ 
from him on one point. 


William Hart Dyke was based on the | 
speech he made when he accepted but | 


criticised the Resolution of Lord Burgh- 
clere. In that speech Sir William Hart 
Dyke pointed out that there must be 
certain safeguards, and in the Bill which 
he introduced all those safeguards were 
provided to which Sir William alluded 


The Lord Archbishop of Canterbury. 


{LORDS} 


The Bill of Sir) 
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|in his speech on the Resolution. More- 
over, the Bill of Sir William Hart Dyke 
| did not interfere with schools which were 
under private ownership. It is there 
that the difference comes in between the 
Bill of 1892 and the Bill which Lord 
Burghclere is now asking your Lordships 
to pass. In the speech in which Sir 
William Hart Dyke criticised the Reso- 
lution of the noble Lord he laid great 
stress on the fact that those who were 
responsible for the school must haye 


‘security for damage done to the 
premises. I think that last objection 


has been met sufficiently by the noble 
Lord in the Bill now before your Lord- 
ships, and therefore on that question ] 
will say no more. 


I recall to my mind that when 
the noble Lord introduced an Amend. 
ment into your Lordships’ House on 
‘this subject during the passage of the 
Education Bill of 1902 I was privileged. 
under the direction of the noble Duke 
who was responsible for the measure, to 
reply to that Amendment. Lord Burgh- 
clere said with great truth ‘that that 
Amendment was not altogether on all 
fours with the Amendment which was 
moved in the House of Commons. Mr. 
Trevelyan in the House of Commons 
proposed that the obligation to give 
these facilities should apply only to 
voluntary schools, but Lord Burghcelere 
differed from that in his Amendment 
and his proposal embraced all schools. | 
remember pointing out at the time 
that even though the noble Lord felt so 
strongly that these facilities should be 
given, the Government could not accept 
that proposal as an Amendment to a Bill 
which was already overloaded, and 
following the example of the Prime 
Minister, I said that if Lord Burghclere 
felt so strongly on the matter he might 
introduce a Bill in your Lordships’ House. 
Therefore I would be the last person to 
/complain of the introduction of this Bill. 
But it does not follow because the Prime 
| Minister in the House of Commons and 


_ myself in your Lordships’ House suggested 
that a separate Bill was the proper way 
of dealing with this subject, that we 
agree with the whole of the provisions 
now before us. 


| The noble Lord in this Bill lays stress 
| on the fact that where there is no other 
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suitable building the school should be 
available for meetings of all sorts and 
kinds. He alluded to the Parish Councils 
Act which gave facilities for the use of 
these schools, but solely for parochial 
or district council matters. This Bill 
coes a great deal further. The noble 
Lord also laid stress on the fact that a 
certain number of those who were capable 
of granting facilities for meetings had 
objected to schools being used for political 
purposes. He referred to the home 
counties, but evidently the home counties 
are different from that part of the country 
in which I live. There we have always 
given the greatest facilities, and I have 
iayself lent a hall for the purpose of 
political meetings at which I have been 
very much abused. Great consideration 
must be shown towards the owners of 
schools, who perhaps do not share the 
opinionsof thosedesiring tc hold meetings. 
Everyone has a right to his own views, 
and it might be objectionable to some 
that a school of their own should be used 
by a political opponent for the purpose 
of abusing them. 


Undoubtedly the noble Lord has a 
stronger case now than before 1902, be- 
cause the ratepayers now subscribe to the 
maintenance of the schools, which before 
enjoyed no assistance from the rates. On 
th’s ground the claim of the ratepayers, 
therefore, cannot be ignored. They have 
a right which they did not possess in 
years past to the use of the schools. 
3ut it must be remembered that many 
of the schools are the private property 
of individual owners, and although they 
now receive rate aid the requirements 
of the local authority are so heavy that 
the advantage they derive from receiving 
rate aid places them on no better f oting 
than in 1902. These are matters which 
should be very carefully considered 
before we decide on giving virtually 
free access to the schools by Act of 
Parliament. I endorse what has been 


said by the most rev. Primate as to 


the lack of any provision in the Bill to 
prevent interference with religious in- 
struction, and I consider it a most im- 
portant omission. The most rev. Pri- 
mate has declared himself in favour of 
the principle of the Bill, and on behalf 
of His Majesty's Government I have to 
say that we offer no opposition to the 
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‘Second Reading. At the same time 
I think your Lordships will realise that 
there are many of the details of the Bill 
which will require most careful con- 
sideration. I therefore suggest that the 
Bill should be referred to a Select Com- 
mittee. 


Earn SPENCER: My Lords, J did 
not catch the last words of the noble 
Marquess, but noble Lords beside me 
tell me that he proposes that this Bill 
should be referred to a Select Committee. 
I think it is a very unusual course for 
a short and simple Bill like this to be 
referred to such a Committee. I admit 
that there may be clauses in the Bill 
which require alteration, but it seems 
to me almost unparalled to refer so simple 
a Bill as this to a Select Committee. I 
therefore hope His Majesty’s4tovernment 
will not insist on that course. The noble 
Lord in charge of the Bill will be ready 
to consider any proposals made to check 
injustice and to meet the criticisms of the 
most rev. Primate. In the circum- 
stances I can only suppose that the object 
of referring the Bill to a Select Committee 
is to endanger its passing by causingdelay. 


*THeE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess 
of LaNspowNe): My Lords, I greatly 
regret that the noble Earl the Leader 
of the Opposition cannot accept the 
considerate proposition made by the 
noble Marquess the President of the 
Board of Education to refer the Bill 
to a Select Committee. The noble 
Marquess told your Lordships that His 
Majesty’s Government were favourable 
to the principle of the Bill. The principle 
of the Bill is no doubt a simple matter 
enough, but when you come to consider 
the proposed application of that principle 
vou at once find yourself face to face 
with a number of points of detail of 
very great difficulty. I am sure those 
of your Lordships who listened to the 
speech of the most rev. Primate must 
have felt that the matter was by no 
means so simple as the nobie Earl sup- 
poses. The principle of the Bill, I take 
it, is this, that it is desirable that Parlia- 
mentary candidates and others should 
be given an opportunity of making 
use of these schoolrooms in connection 
with their candidature when no other 
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suitable rooms or places are available, 
and the noble mover has made it clear 
that that privilege is not one to be ex- 
ercised constantly but only 
intervals. 
manner in which that simple principle | 


Public Meetings 


is to be interpreted the matter ceases | 
to be so easy, and I cannot help thinking | 
that the feeling of your Lordships will | 


be that the difficulties in points of detail 
require the kind of examination which 
they will be more likely to receive in a 
Select Committee than in a Committee 


of the Whole House. 


Lorp BURGHCLERE: My 
I must say I listened to the earlier parts 
of the speech of the noble Marquess the 
President of the Board of Education 
with the greatest gratitude, but the sting 
unfortunately came in the tail. For my 
part I cannot understand why His 
Majesty’s Government, require a Select 
Committee on this Bill, when in the year 
1892 they produced a Bill of their own 


on this subject in eight or ten days with- | 


out a Select Committee at all. It is open 


to the noble Marquess and His Majesty’s | 


Government in Committee to move 
stock and block, as Amendments to my | 
Bill, the very precautions they themselves | 
brought forward in 1892. The proposal 


to refer the Bill to a Select Committee can | 


only be explained by a desire indirectly 
to defeat the Bill. I am grateful to His 
Majesty's Government for accepting the 
principle of the Bill, which, after all, is 
the only question before the House on 


Second Reading, but the proposed 
reference to a Select Committee is a 
dilatory process and absolutely un- 


necessary. 
unreasonable attitude, 


‘LORDS; 


on rare | 
But when you come to the) 


Lords, | 





I do not wish to take up an| 
but I do make! sion of the word “ 
an urgent appeal to the noble Marquess | instance of the kind of 
the Leader of the House, seeing that the | which would be required. 
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| Committee, which I think is better than 
any Select Committee, and the Committee 
of the Whole House. 
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*THE LORD ARCHBISHOP or CAN. 
| TERBURY: My Lords, it is only by the 
indulgence of the House that I ean say 
another word, but I should be sorry to 
have it supposed that the suggestions I 
had made were of a character to render 
necessary the reference of the Bill to 
| Select Committee. It may be that I 
may have led His Majesty’s Government 
to suppose that I, for one, as_ possibly 
| representing many outside, thought the 
Hill could only be ade quately amended 
by a Select Committee; whereas, so far 
as I know, there is nothing in the Bill 
which may not be dealt with satisfactorily 
in the Committee of the Whole House, 
and in the Standing Committee; and [| 
therefore venture to hope that the pro- 
posal to commit the Bill to a Select 
| Committee may be reconsidered. 


Lorp NEWTON: I must confess that I 
| share in some measure the surprise ex- 
pressed by noble Lords opposite at the 
| proposal of the Government to refer this 
| Bill to a Select Committee. The principle 
|of the Bill is generally accepted; all 
that is required are certain Amendments 
in Committee which I cannot believe are 
| of so complicated a nature as has been 
| represented. lake one, for instance— 
the point as to religious instruction. The 
clause at present provides that the public 
meetings shall not be held at such times 
or in such manner as to interfere with the 
hours set apart for secular instruction. 





| Surely the point raised by the most rev. 


Primate could be met by the simple omis- 
secular.” That is an 
Amendment 
I am afraid 


Government have accepted the principle | that the prospects of the noble Lord’s 


of the Bill, not to persist in the proposal 
to refer it to a Select Committee. I 
am periectly willing to meet the most 
rey. Primate and His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment in any Amendments they may 
bring forward in Committee of the Whole 
House, which is surely the proper place 
for questions of this sort to be dealt 
with. I hope the Government will 
reconsider their decision and allow the 
Bill to be read a second time and con- 
sidered in the usual way by the Standing 


The Marquess of Lansdowne, 


Bill passing are not of the brightest in any 
event, but if it is referred to a Select 
Committee it will have but a small chance. 
I would add that there is considerable 
difficulty in finding Members of your 
Lordships’ House to serve on these Com- 
mittees, and that is an additional reason 
why the Bill should be considered in the 
Committee of the Whole House. 


*Ture Marquess or LANSDOWNE: 





My Lords, I can assure your Lordships 
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that nothing is further from our thoughts | 
than to defeat the Bill either by dilatory 
tactics of vexatious opposition. We 
proposed the reference of the Bill to a 
Select Committee because we believed 
there would be a number of comparatively 
minute points which would be better dis- 
posed of by such a Committee ; but in 
view of the feeling which has been ex- 
} pressed by some of your Lordships, and 

particularly in view of the appeal made by 


>? 


* the most rev. Primate, by whose argu- 


ments I was certainly influenced in favour 
' of the Bill going to a Select Committee, 
) [propose not to press the Motions 


On Question, Bill read 2°, and committed 
toa Committee of the Whole House. 


CLOSING OF LICENSED PREMISES 
(CHRISTMAS DAY) (IRELAND) BILL. 


[SECOND READING. | 


on the Motion for the Second 
resumed (according to order), 


Debate 
Reading 


THe LORD PRESIDENT or vie 
COUNCIL anpb PRESIDENT or tHe 
BOARD ov EDUCATION (Lhe Marquess 
of LonpoNDERRY): My Lords, I have 


to thank the noble Lord in charge 
of the Bill, Lord Avebury, for the 
courtesy he has shown in allowing 


the Motion for the Second Reading to 
he further adjourned until to-day, and I 
regret any inconvenience that may have 
een caused him. The Bill, as the noble 
Lord informed your Lordships in moving 


ill its stages in the other House without 
opposition. Its object is to amend the 
law as to the hours of closing of licensed 
premises on Christmas Day in Ireland, 
aud it merely makes compulsory what 
lam informed is practically the general 
custom ino Treland—-namely, the closing 
of public-houses on Christmas Day. Tn 
these Gircumstances His Majesty *s Govern- 
ment have no objection to the Second 
Reading. 


Lorp AVEBURY: My Lords, I am 


much obliged to the noble Marquess and 
His Majesty’s Government for accepting 
the Bill, and I should like to ask whether, 
as all the Amendments suggested by the 
Government were accepted in the other 


VOL, CXLVI. 
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the Second Reading, has passed through | 
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House, he will alléw me to move that 
the Standing Committee be negatived. 


THe Earn or WEMYSS: My Lords, 
[ was under the impression, from the 
course taken on a previous occasion by 
the noble and learned Karl on the Wool- 
sack, and by His Majesty’s Government, 
that the Bill would resisted. As, 
however, the Government are in favour 
ot the Secunal Reading it is no use 
attempting resistance, but I beg to give 
notice that I shall at a later stage move 
that Ulster be exempted from the Bill. 


be 


*THe LORD CHANCELLOR or IRE- 
LAND (Lord Asupourne): My Lords, | 
think my noble friend, before he submits 
any such proposition, should 
whether the proposed eXemption would 
be approved of in Ulster. So far as | 
know, the Bill has been received with 
a great deal of commendation throughout 


lreland. 


ascertain 


THe Kare WEMYSS: What, in 


Ulster Q 


OF 


*Lorp ASHBOURNE: The Bill, as 
L have said, has received a great deal of 
commendation in Jreland, and the leading 
clergy in every part of the country 
are, [ believe, in favour of it. The 
General Synod of the Church of Ireland, 
the most representative body of Church 
feeling in Ireland, attended by Bishops 
from every part of Ireland, including 
Ulster, and by the leading clergy and 
luity from every part of Ireland, in 
cluding Ulster, passed a unanimous resolu- 
tion in favour of the Bill. 


Lorp De ROS: I can assure 
Lordships, as an Ulster man, that the 
people in Ulster are in favour of the Bill 
and that much good is anticipated from 
it. [ hope, therefore, that if the noble 
Karl at a later stage moves exemption 
in the case of Ulster the proposition 
will not be entertained. 


your 


On Question, Bill read 2°, and com: 
initted to a Committee of the Whole 


House on ‘luesday next. 


House adjourned at five minutes 
past Six o’cloc':, to Thursday 
next, Eleven o’cluck. 
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The House met at Two of the Clock. | tion 


ae | 


| Counsel and examine Witnesses against 
MR. SPEAKER’S ABSENCE. | 


the Clerk at | 


The House being met 
the Table imformed the House of the | 
unavoidable absence of Mr. Speaker, | 
owing to continued indisposition. | 

| 


Whereupon Mr, James WILLIAM 
LowrHer, the Chairman of Ways and 


Means, proceeded tothe Table, and, after | 


Chair as 
the 


Prayers, took the Deputy- 
Speaker, pursuant 


Order, 


to 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS, 

Clyde Navigation Bill [Lords]; Dublin, 
Wicklow, and Wexford Railway Bill; 
Liverpool Corporation Bill, As amended, 
considered 5 to be read the third time. 


Lautour’s Divorce Bill [Lords] (by 
Order), Read a second time, and 
committed, 


Provisional Orders 
Pro 


Local Government 
(No. 11) Bill; Local Government 
visional Orders (No. 15) Bill; 
Government Scheme (Hackney and Kd 
monton Unions) Bill; 


Bill. Read a second time, and com- 
mitted. 


Dublin United Tramways Bill. Re- 
ported, with Amendments; Report to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


Bill 
Bill 


(Validation) 


Divorce 


Divorce 
Lautour’s 


M ilone’s 
[Lords], and 


[Lords]. Ordered, That a message be sent | 


to the Lords to request that their Lord- 
ships will be pleased to communicate 
to this House Copies of the Minutes of 
Evidence and Proceedings, together with 
the Documents deposited in the cases, 
of Milone’s Divorce (Validation) Bill 
[Lords], and Lautour’s Divorce Bill 


{Lords}. 


{COMMONS}! 


Standing | 


London 


London Govern: | 
ment Scheme (London and Middlesex) | 





the Lords, 
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Ordered, That it be an Instruction to 
the Select Committee on Divorce Bills 
| that they do hear Counsel and examine 
| Witnesses for Malone’s Divorce (Valida- 
) Bill [Lords], and Lautour’s Divorce 
Bill [Lords], and also that they do hear 


the Bills if the parties conc ried think 
fit to be heard by Counsel and produce 
Witnesses.—( Mr. Attorney-General.) 


RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP 7). 

Mr. Bonp reported from the Com- 
mittee on Group 7 of Railway Billy; 
That, for the convenience of parties, the 
| Committee had adjourned till Thur day, 


| 
| 
| 


at Twelve of the clock. 


Report to hie upon the Table. 


STANDING ORDERS, 

Resolutions reported from the Seleet 
Committee— 

1. “That in’ the the Creat 
Central Railway Bill | Lords] the Stand- 
ing Orders ought to be dispensed with, 
That the parties be permitted to pro- 
ceed with their Bull.’ 


case ol 


2. "That, in the case of the Rhymney 


and Aber Valleys Gas and Water Com 
pany’s Bill [Lords], the Standing 
Orders ought to be dispensed with. 


That the parties be permitted to pro- 
ceed with their Bill.’ 


Resolutions agreed to, 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP E). 

) Sir Henry Auprey-Fiercuer te 
| ported from the Committee on Group 
| of Private Bills; That, for the con- 
| venience of parties, the Committee had 


i . . ’ ‘ , 
| adjourned till Thursday, at Kleven ol 
| q 
| 


the clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


| arene 
MESSAGE FROM 'THE LORDS. 
Malone’s Divorce (Validation) Pill 
Lords], and Lautour’s Divorce Bill 


{Lords|. That they communicate Minutes 
of Evidence and Proceedings taken upol 
the Second Reading of Malone’s Divoree 
(Validation) Bill [Lords], and of Lautour’s 
Divorce Bill [Lords], as desired by thi 
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Questions. 
House, with a request that the same may 
be returned, 


That they have agreed to—Epping 
# (as Bill, without Amendment. 


Higham and Hundred of Hoo Water 
7 Bill, with an Amendment. 
4 


Loughborough Corporation Bill: 
¥ Norwich Union [Life Insurance Society 
Bill; Great Eastern Railway Bill. 
ie 
> vith Amendments. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
& “An Act to enable the Weaver Naviga- 
ion ‘Trustees to improve their lift: at 
Anderton, and to raise further moneys; 
and to confer further powers upon the 
Cheshire County Council with reference 
tosuch moneys ; and for other purposes.” 
(Weaver Navigation Bill [Lords. | 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act for 
rendering valid certain Letters Patent | 
wanted to Adolph Leven in respect of 
ai invention for Improvements in appli 
ances for protection against Projectiles.” 
[Levens Patent Bill | Lords. | 


And, also, a Bill, intituled, “ An Aet 
ty reyulate the capital of the Darien 
Gold) Mining Company, Limited; and 
tor other purposes.” | Darien Gold Min 
ing Company Bill [ Lords. | 





Weaver Navigation Bill [Lords]; 
leven’s Patent Bill [Lords]; Darien 
Hold) Mining Company Bill [ Lords}. 


Read the first time ; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 


PETITIONS. 


EDUCATION (PROVISION OF MEALS) 
BILL. 
Petition from Douglas Water, 


lavour; to lie upon the Table. 


in 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Glasgow, in 


ty le upon the Table. 


favour ; 


WOMEN’S ENFRANCHISEMENT BILL. 
Petition from Hull, in favour; to lie 
upon the Table. 
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| RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


| 


| COLONIAL REPORTS (ANNUAL). 
| Copy presented, of Colonial Report, 
| No. 447 (Bermuda, Annual Report for 


| 1904) [by Command]; to he upon the 
| Table. 


| AUSTRALIA AND NEW ZEALAND. 
Copy presented, of Correspondence 
relating to Merchant Shipping Legisla- 
tion in Australia and New Zealand [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 

Copy presented, of Report of the Pro- 
ceedings of the Board of Trade up to the 
3lst December, 1904, and of the Proceed- 
ings of the Light Railway Commissioners 
up to the same date [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed, |No. 
16. | 


EXPERIMENTS ON LIVING 

Return presented, relative thereto 
{Address 16th May; Mr. Cochran?|; 
to hie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


|No. 170.| 


ANIMAL} 


SUEZ CANAL (COMMERCIAL, No. 2, 
1905). 

Copy presented, of Returns of Shipping 
and ‘Tonnage passing through the Suez 
Canal 1902, 1905, and 190 [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
"Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
S579 and 3380 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES, 
Uganda Poll-Tax Ordinance. 

Mr. JAMES O° KELLY (Roscommon, 
N.): To ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether his attention has 


| been called to the Poll-Tax Ordinance, 


1905, published in the Uganda Official 
Gazette of April Ist, 1905, which enacts 
that a poll-tax of two rupees per annum 


| Shall be payable in the same manner as 


2Q 2 
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the hut tax by each adult male native, 
and that any person who has not the 
means to pay the two rupees in cash 
shall in lieu thereof work for the period 
of one month; and whether His 
Majesty’s Government has sanctioned 
this system of forced labour, 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
My attention has been called to the 
Ordinance in question, which has been 
sanctioned by His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment. The payment of any taxes ap- 
pears to me to involve compulsory 
labour except in the case of those who 
have savings or accumulated capital 
available to discharge them. 


Importation of Intoxicating Liquor into 
the Lagos Hinterland. 

Mr. SAMUEL SMITH (Flintshire) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether he is aware that the 
importation of intoxicating liquor into 
the Lagos hinterland, aud its sale there, 
and particularly in the city of Ibadan, 
has largely increased of latter years ; 
whether this is due to the facilities pro- 
vided by the Government railway for 
the carriage and storage of spirits, 
among such facilities being a much 
lower freight on spirits between Lagos 
and Ibadan than the cost of carriage by 
road and the erection of special stores 
for spirits at various places en the line ; 
and, if so, whether he is prepared to 
take any steps to remove these facilities, 
and to discourage the importation of 
liquor, and particularly of overproof 
spirit, into the Lagos hinterland. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
As regards the importation of liquor 
into the Lagos hinterland by road, 
systematic records have only recently 
been instituted on this subject ; but, as 
regards the spirits carried by the rail- 


way, the general manager in his last | 
published report says that the demand | 
shows little or no upward tendency, | 
bears | 


and that the rail-borne traffic 
an infinitesimal ratio to the total im- 
ports. The importation of overproof 
spirit into Abeokuta and Ibadan is 
prohibited. The duty on spirits im- 
ported into Lagos has recently been 
increased to 3s. 6d. a gallon, and it 
may be added that the duty was 8d. a 


{COMMONS} 
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gallon in 1891, The total imports of 
spirits into Lagos has considerably de- 
creased in the last two years. In the 
circumstances there does not appear to 
be any necessity to take any steps in 
the direction suggested by the hon, 
Member. 


Advertisements in the Colonial Office 
Waiting -Room. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, §,): 
To ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies if he will explain why the walls 
of the waiting-room at the Colonial 
| Office are crowded with placards, in- 
cluding an advertisement of special 
tours to Jamaica, by Messrs. Elder, 
Dempster, and Co.’s boats, a time-table 
of the firm’s West African 
photographs of the steamships 
verah ” and “* Nigeria,” belonging to 
this firm, illustrations of their buovs, 
two drawings of the Lagos Office of the 





Sse! vice 


Var 


| Bank of West Africa, a drawing of 
Messrs. Elder, Dempster, and Co.'s 
steamer ‘“ Porto Novo,’ and an ad- 


vertisement almanac of the African Oil 
| Mills, Limited ; and will he say whether 
‘these advertisements were placed with 
j his sanction in the waiting-room of the 
| Colonial Office, in which there are no 
advertisements of other firms. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
The waiting-room im question is. that 
used by visitors having 
transact in connection with the West | 
and East African Colonies and Pro- 
tectorates, and it 1s for their convenience. 
|as travellers to and from these countries, 
that such placards are exhibited in the 
waiting-rooms of the Colonial Office. 
|The West African waiting-room is not 
exceptionally treated, nor is any pre: 
ference shown to particular firms, and 
the placards referred to by the hou. 
| Member are not the only ones in that 
/ roonn., 


business. to 


Compulsory Vaccination of Pupil 
Teachers in Scotland 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): 
To ask the Secretary for Scotland 


whether he is aware that Miss Haines 
was appointed a pupil teacher by the 
Peterhead Burgh School Board in the 
‘month of July last, and commenced het 
duties in the following September, but 
has recently been informed that her 
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appointment cannot be confirmed until; of pipe from high water mark to the 


it can be certified that she has been 
successfully vaccinated; and will he 
explain why this rule has been imposed. 


(Answered by Mr. Scott Dickson.) It is 
the fact that in accordance with a 
general rule to that effect the Depart- 
ment have refused to confirm Miss 
Haines’ appointment on the ground 
that she has not been vaccinated. The 
rule was imposed in the interests of the 
health of the children. 


Corner in Pig-Iron at Middlesborough. 

Mr. FIKLD (Dublin, St. Patrick) : 
To ask the Seeretary to the Board of 
Trade whether he aware that the 
action of certain capitalists of Middles- 
borough has resulted in a corner in pig- 
iron, Which is disorganising the tron and 
other dependent industries throughout 
the North of England ; and, seeing that, 
wider the same gambling systems, the 


Is 


late corners In cotton and other com- | 


modities were operated, whether His 
Majesty's Government will consider the 
advisability of promoting legislation, in 
conjunction with other Governments, 
to prevent these constant upheavals in 
trade. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) I am 
aware that the iron trade has recently 
been affected by a rise in the price of pig- 
ron, attributed to speculative pur- 
chases of Cleveland pig-iron warrants in 


alticipation for a demand by the United | 


States. I understand, however, that 
this temporary rise of prices is now at 
anend. As 
Question, | am unable to add anything 
to the Answers which have been given 
to similar Questions by the hon. Member. 


Norton (Isle of Wight) Outfall Sewer. 
Mr. MARTIN 
Droitwich): To ask the Secretary 
to the Board of Trade whether he 
aware that October 6th, 1903, 


(Worcestershire, 


1s 


the 


On 


regards the last part of the | 


| point of discharge should be 1,300 feet 
'and that the pipe was to be laid under 
the surface of the shore and sea-bed for 
the first 1,000 feet and partly under the 
surface of the sea-bed for the remaining 
300 feet ; and whether, seeing that the 
contractor has laid the pipe above the 
surface of the sea-bed, what steps the 
President of the Board of Trade proposes 
to take to compel the contractor to carry 
out the drainage according to the plan 
approved by his Board, in view of the 
danger to the sanitary condition of 
Freshwater and Totland, and the ob- 
struction caused to in-shore navigation. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) The 
Board of Trade on the [Ith instant called 
the attention of the rural district council 
to the facts as stated in the Question, and 
inquired what steps the council propose 
to take in order to bring the works into 
conformity with the plans sanctioned 
by the Board. The Board are now 
awaiting the reply of the council. They 
are, however, not aware that any danger 
to the sanitary condition of Freshwater 
and Totland could arise from the pipe 
as now laid. 


Increased Annual Leave and Annual 
Increments for Assistant Clerks (Ab- 
stractor Class). 

Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, S.): To 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury whether 
he will consider the advisability of in- 
creasing the annual increment and annual 
leave to assistant clerks of the abstractor 
class in the various Departments. 


(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 
Heads of Departments were notified this 
month of improvements in the annual 


| leave and in the annual increments which 
the Treasury has decided to grant to the 
'class of assistant clerks. 


Board of Trade gave permission to the | 


Isle of Wight Rural District Council to 
construct an outfall sewer upon 
foreshore at Norton, near Yarmouth, 
Isle of Wight, in connection with 
the Freshwater and Totland sewerage 
scheme, upon condition that the length 


the | 


Medical and Dental Practitioners struck 
off Register for Misconduct. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department tf he will 
state how many medical and dental 
practitioners have been struck off the 
register during the last ten years for 


infamous or disgraceful conduct; and 
in how many instances the names of 
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practitioners have been restored to the 
register during the same period. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) I have asked the General 
Medical Council to furnish me with this 
information, and when it is received I 
shall be happy to communicate it to the 
hon. Member. 


Materials used in the Manufacture of Beer 
—Board of Inland Revenue Cautions. 
Dr. HUTCHINSON (Sussex, Rye) : 

To ask Mr, Chancellor of the Exchequer 

if he will state the materials used im the 

manufacture of beer in respect of which 

a caution as to their use has been issued, 

and those materials whose employment 

has been forbidden, 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
As regards the two years ending April 
50th, 1905, the following is a list of the 
materials used in the manufacture of 
beer in respect of which a caution as to 
their use has been issued by the Board 
of Inland Revenue :—Heading Powders, 
ete.— Minoka juice, Dublin stout heading, 
optacreme, clarifoam, cortex quillaia 
pulvis, Preservatives, ete.—Alginol, uni- 
versal preservative tablets, phylax, sali- 
evlic acid, kalia meta sulphite, antacid 
neutralisers, gvpsum, magnesia sulphate. 
HopSubstitutes, ete.—Optanin, Bradley’s 
hop supplement, Estcourt’s hop supple- | 
ment. In the following cases the use of the 
article was objected to by the Board of 
Inland Revenue :—Flavouring Essences : 
malt, yeast foods, glucose, invert sugar, 
etc., containing arsenic. Peptomides, 
containing arsenic and copper. Stoutine, 
Baines combined heading and beer pre- 
servative, optacreme, ecumin, moussine, 
clarifoam, heading powders and liquids, | 
containing quillaia extract. Saccharin, 
sucramine, and other compounds con- 
taining saccharin. 
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of Westmoreland slates is specified ; and, 
seeing that Irish slates of first-class 
quality can be supplied at a much lower 
cost, whether arrangements will be made 
to allow of competition between the 
Trish and English article. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
fact 1s as stated in the first inquiry, but 
the Commissioners inform me that their 
architect will be instrueted to allow any 
contractor, who so desires, to submit an 
alternative tender for the supply of Trish 
slates. The Commissioners will) further 
consider the matter when selecting a 
coutraetor for the works. 


Compensation for papetion to Volunteer 
fficers while on Duty 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
E.): To ask the Seeretarv of State for 
War whether a Volunteer officer, injured 
in proceeding, in accordance with bat- 
talion orders, to attend a guard of honour, 
is entitled to compensation for injuries 
under the provisions of paragraph 617, 
Volunteer Regulations, 


(Answered by Mr: Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) As the Answer depends on the 
nature of the guard of honour, and the 
authority by which the guard was ordered, 
it is not practicable to give a reply with- 
out further particulars on these points, 


Insanitary Condition of the Island of 
Lewis—Date of Second Reading of the 
Congested Districts (Scotland) Bill. 
Mr.2WEIR: To ask the First Lord 

of the Treasury. in view of the statements 

contained in the report of the medical 
officer of health for Ross and Cromarty 
concerning the insanitary condition of 
tne Island of Lewis, and the inability 


of the authorities to cope with the evils 


complained of until the Congested Dis- 


'tricts (Scotland) Bill becomes law, will 


_he state whether arrangements will be 


Erection of New Buildings at Glasnevin 
Irish Slates. 

Mr. FIELD: To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he is aware that the Commis- 
sioners of National Education in Ireland | 
are inviting tenders for the erection of 
buildings at Glasnevin, and that a supply | 


| made to take the Second Reading of the 


Bill before Whitsuntide. 


(Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) The 
Government are anxious to obtain the 
Second Reading of this Bill at an early 
date, and I can only regret an ovposition 


to it which delays its progress. 
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QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Questions. 


Unanswered Questions. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, S.) 
called Mr. Deputy-Speaker’s attention to 
the fact that a ‘“‘starred”’ Question 
addressed to the Colonial Secretary. 
which was not reached on the previous 
day, had not, according to custom, been 
answered with the printed Papers. He 
had asked the Colonial Secretary why the 
walls of the waiting room at the Colonial 
Office were hung with advertisements of 
Messrs. Klder, Dempster, and Co., and he 
desired to know how he could obtain an 
Answer. 


Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER-~ The hon. 
Member is entitled to ask the Colonial 
Secretary why the Answer has not been 
circulated. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILE: Thank you, 
Sir. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL asked the 
(Colonial Secretary why the Answer to his 
Question had not been circulated. He 
attempted to read the Question in full 
but was stopped by Mr. Deputy-Speaker. 


Tae SECRETARY or STATE For THE 
COLONTES (Mr. Lyrrerron, Warwick 
and Leamington) said it was a pure 
oversight that the Question was not 
answered. Owing to other events of a 
rather disturbing character that occurred 
the previous day. the matter escaped his 
attention, but he had sent to the Colonial 
Office for the Answer and it would be 
circulated with the next morning’s Votes. 


Torpedo School at Sheerness 
Mr. JOHN HOWARD (Kent, Faver- 
sham): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty whether it has been definitely 
decided to form a torpedo school at 
Sheerness ; and, if so, when the forma- 
tion of the school is to take place. 


Tre SECRETARY to tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. Preryman, Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge): It has been decided to form a 
torpedo schocl at Sheerness, which it is 
hoped may be done very shortly. 
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School of Gunnery—Removal to Chatham. 

Mr. JOHN HOWARD: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty whether 
the Admiralty has definitely decided to 
remove the school of gunnery from 
Sheerness to Chatham; and, if so, when 
the removal is to take place. 


Mr. PRETYMAN: This removal has 
been decided on, but no definite date 
can yet be stated, as this depends upon 
how soon the new accommodation at 
Chatham can be available. 


Mr. JOHN HOWARD: When ts it ex- 
pected that the school buildings will be 
finished ? 


Mr. PRETYMAN: I cannot tell; the 
arrangements are Dot qnite settled. 


Employment in Government Departments 
for Ex Soldiers. 

Str CARNE RASCH (Essex, Chelms- 
ford) : I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether his attention has been 
called to a statement of Lord Roberts on 
May 15th to the effect that only nine 
places had been found for retired soldiers 
during the past twelve months in Govern- 


ment Departments; and what he pro- 
poses to do in the matter. 
THe SECRETARY or STATE For 


WAR (Mr. Arnouv-Forster, Belfast, 
W.): My hon. and gallant friend has 
already drawn myattention to the number 
of vacancies among messengers in public 
offices, other than the War Office, which 
have been filled by pensioners last year. 
He may rest assured that I have not 
lost sight of the matter and that I am 
taking steps towards ensuring increased 
civil employment in the direction sug- 
gested. 


Cost of Military Prisons. 
CapraAIn NORTON (Newington, W.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War if be can state the total cost, in- 
cluding buildings, upkeep, staff, and 
administration, of military prisons at 
home and abroad, exclusive of India. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The total 


cost, as provided in Estimates 1995-€, 


mav be taken at about £65,090. 
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Fortifications of London. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, K.): I beg to 
ask the Financial Secretary to the War 
Office how much has been expended out 
of the money provided by Military 


Works Bills on the fortification of 
London. 
Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY ‘ro 


THE WAR OFFICE 
DAVENPORT, Cheshire, Macclesfield): A 


the mobilisation centres around London, 
to which the hon. Member doubtless 
alludes, out of the loans provided by the 
Military Works Acts. 


The Recent Earthquake—Goorka 
Losses. 

Caprain NORTON: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for India whether, in 
view of the special terms under which 
CGoorkas are enlisted in the Indian Army, 


India 


he can state what steps, if any, the | 
frovernment of India propose to take | 


in order to compensate them for the 
losses sustained in the recent earthquake. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
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experiment with the object of giving ita 
trial in India. 


Mr. BRODRICK: [have seen a pam- 
phlet on the subject by the Superior 
Board cf Health at Mexico, and propose 
to send a copy of it to the Government 
|of India. [Experiments of a somewhat 
similar kind have for some time past 
been in progress in India, and the ex- 
perts conducting them are doubtless 





J | aware Of what is being done in the same 
sum of £85,200 has been expended on | direction in other parts of the world. 


Congo Commission of Inquiry. 

*Str CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Under-Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs if he knows when the publication 
of the Report of the Congo Commission 
of Inquiry may be expected, and the 
reasons given by the Congo Govern. 
ment for the delay ; and _ whether, 
having regard to the correspondence with 
His Majesty’s Government which pre- 
ceded the issue of the Commission, any 
steps can be taken by His Majesty’s 





Government to hasten the publication of 


‘the Report and evidence, in order that 


its value may be judged. 


ford): It is not correct to say that | 
(‘oorkas are enlisted on special terms 50 | 
far as any claim to compensation is con- | 


cerned, but recommendations for special | : 
|understand, only just reassembled at 


consideration to those who have suffered 


have been submitted by the Commander- | , 
| engaged in preparing their Report. 


in-Chief in India, and the decision of the 
Government of India will shortly be 
notified. 


Mosquitos and Yellow Fever— Mexican 
Remedy. 

Sir MANCHERJEK BHOWNAG- 
GREE (Bethnal Green, N.E.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for India if 
he is aware that the efforts of the 
Mexican Government and the Superior 
Board of Health at Mexico to stamp 
out yellow fever and all! malarial diseases 
by exterminating the mosquito by the 
adoption of certain scientific methods 
have met with considerable success; and 
whether. having regard to the fact that 
malarial fevers are constantly prevailing 
in parts of India. he will cause inquiries 
to be made in connection with the Mexico 


THE UNDER-SECRETARY or STATE 
FOR FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Earl Percy, 
Kensington, §.): The three members of 
the Congo Inquiry Commission have, we 


Brussels after a brief holiday, and are now 
His 
Majesty’s Government will not fail to 
urge upon the Congo Government the 
importance of early publication, 


Income Tax Statistics. 

Mr, McCRAK (Kdinburgh, I4.): I beg 
to ask Mr. Chancelior of the Exchequer if 
he can state, for the financial years 1905, 
1904, and 1905, the total amount of 
income-tax discharged by the Commis- 
sioners of Income-Tax on fines applied as 
productive capital under Rule 5, of No. 
? Schedule A, s. 60,5 and 6 Victoria, ¢. 


ao 


Ture CHANCELLOR or rune EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. Austen CHAMBERLAIN, 
Worcestershire, E.) : There 1s no separate 
record of amounts discharged under this 
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head. It may, however, be said that the 
number of cases of the kind in any one 
year is very few. 


Questions. 


Underground Cable to Glasgow. 

Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee): I beg to 
ask the Postmaster-General whether the 
electric cables for the pipes which are now 
laid between Carlisle and Glasgow are 
likely to be drawn in, and the telegraphic 
communication completed with Glasgow, 
before the stormy period of the equinoc- 
tial gales; and whether it is in contem- 
plation to extend the underground cables 
to Dundee and Aberdeen. 


THe POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Lord 
SrANLEY, Lancashire, Westhoughton) : 
The orders for the Carlisle to Glasgow 
cable were given at the earliest possible 
moment in this financial year, aud were 
placed with three different makers in 
order to expedite delivery, but they will 
not be completed by the equinox. It is 
not in contemplation to extend the under- 
ground line to Dundee and Aberdeen at 
present, 


Freight on Paper to New Zealand. 

Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax): To ask the 
Secretary to the Board of ‘Trade whether 
he is aware that the freight for paper by 
the New Zealand Shipping Company from 
Rotterdam to New Zealand via London 
is 20s, per ton, whilst the freight for the 
same goods by the same line from London 
is 10s, per ton; whether he can state if 
this shipping company receives any sub- 
vention for the carrying of mails ; whether 
any explanation can be ofiered of the fact 
that it costs less to send goods from 
Londen to Rotterdam, back again to 
London, and thence to New Zealand, than 
from London to New Zealand direct ; 
whether he is aware that the difference 
represents over ten per cent. ou the cost 
price of the cheaper kinds of paper; and 
whether he has instituted or will institute 
an inquiry ito the effect of such dis- 
crimination on British trade. 


PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY to tun BOARD or TRADE (Mr. 
Bonar Law, Glasgow, Blackfriars): (1) 
The Board of Trade are informed by the 
New Zealand Shipping Company thatthe 


THE 


rate of freight on paper trom London to | 
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New Zealand ranges from 28s. 9d. to 55s, 
per ton according to quality, and that the 
rate from Rotterdam to New Zealand is 
as stated, viz., 29s. perton. (2) The Board 
of ‘Trade understand that the company 
receives no subvention for the carrying 
of mails, and the company regard this as 
placing them at a disadvantage as com- 
pared with German lines. (5) The 
Board of Trade are aware that freights 
from the United Kingdom to Australia 
direct are often higher than those from 
the United Kingdom via a Continental 
port. The reason is alleged to be that 
there is keener competition in the latter 
case. (4) [regret that the result of this 
competition is that the rates are lower 
from the Continent than from the United 
Kingdom, but I do not think that any 
useful purpose would be served by such 
an inquiry as 18 suggested by the hon. 
Member. 


New Government Buildings in Parlia 

meni Street. 

Mr. COHEN (Islington, K.): I beg to 
ask the hon. Member for Chorley, as re 
presenting the First Coimmissioner of 
Works, whether there has been any 
cessation in the external work of the 
Government buildings at the south end 
of Parliament Street ; and when approxi- 
mately it is expected that the scaffolding 
will be removed. 


Lorp BALCARRES (Lancashire, Chor- 
ley): The Answer to the first part of the 
(Juestion is in the negative. The 
scaffolding will probably be ready for 
removal in about a year’s time, 


Untenanted Houses in Galway City. 

Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN (Galway): T 
beg to ask Mr. Attorney-General for Lre- 
land whether, in view of the fact that 
sections of town property in Galway City 
are covered with ruined houses that the 
landlords will neither sell nor let, that 
such properties, although situate in some 
of the best streets of Galway, ure free 
from municipal taxation, and also con- 
stitute a disfigurement ol the city, and in 
view of the need for sites upon which to 
build habitations for the working classes, 
he will consider the advisability of 
introducing legislation dealing with the 
subject. 
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Tue ATTORNEY - GENERAL ror 
TRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, 
N.): I have no information as to the 
facts stated in the Question, but, in any 
event, it is not the intention of the 
(iovernment to introduce legislation on 
the subject this session. 


Case of Sergeant-Major Murphy, Con- 


naught Rangers. 


Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, 8.) : I 
beg to ask Mr. Attorney-General for 
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Questions, 


Treland whether he has received a copy 
of the resolution, passed by the County 
Kerry Technical Instruction Committee 
on the 4th inst., to the effect that it 
would be impossible to continue to work 
satisfactorily technical schemes in that 
county if arrangements are not made 
between the Department and the Con- 
gested Districts Board to give grants 
towards the county schemes in respect of 
technical schemes in congested districts; 
and whether he will take steps to secure 





Ireland is he aware that the boy, P. D. | to the congested districts of the county 
Williams, who is the principal witness in | the advantages of the county technical 


the charge against 
Murphy of the Connaught Rangers, has 


been arrested for desertion from his 
regiment which took place on Ist 


February last; and, if so, can he state 
who ordered the arrest of Williams, 
pending the hearing of the charge 
against Murphy, who is the sergeant- 
major of the regiment to which Wilbams 
belongs ; is Murphy at present doing 
duty as sergeant-major; and, if not, 
when did he cease to act, and where is 
he at present. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The reply to the 
first inquiry is in the affirmative. The 
arrest was made at the instance of the 
military «authorities. I cannot say 


whether Sergeant-Major Murphy is at | 5 


present doing duty, but he is with his 
regiment at Mullingar, whereas the 
witness Williams is retained at Dundalk. 


Waterville Steam Laundry. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that it is proposed to start a steam 
laundry at Waterville ; and whether, in 
view of the employment that would be 
thereby given, the Congested Districts 
Board would be prepared to advance a 
loan towards the erection of the necessary 
buildings and machinery, 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Watrer Lona, Bristol, 8.) : 
The Board have decided that they 
cannot make a loan for the purpose 
mentioned. 


Kerry Technical Instruction Schemes. 
Mr. BOLAND: IT beg to ask the Chief 
Seeretarv to the Lord-Lieutenant of 


Sergeant - Major | instruction schemes, 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The resolution 
has been received. I informed the hon. 
Member on April Ith } that the Depart- 
ment’s funds, under the county scheme, 
are applicable to congested districts and 
non-congested districts alike, but that 
the Congested Districts ,Board have no 
funds to contribute to the county 
scheme. IT fear I can add nothing to 
that reply. 





Domiciliary Visits by Police at Athenry. 


| Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the 
| Chief Secretary to the  Lord-Lieu- 
| tenant of Ireland whether the police, who 
| have recently entered the houses of 
amilies in the neighbourhood of Athenry, 
have done so without first obtaining the 
permission of the owners; whether the 
police were furnished with — special 
warrants or orders to enter the houses of 
certain individuals, or whether the police 
patrol exercises a discretion to enter the 
house of any person they think fit to 
enter; what instructions are given to 
police as to the action they are to take 
in the event of any resistance being 
offered to their entrance, and are they 
instructed to immediately leave the house 
if ordered by the owner to do so; and 
were there any criminal charges against 
the persons whose houses have been 
entered by the police. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The police 
have recently entered the houses of 
certain persons with their implied per- 
mission, as anybody else would enter. 
No express permission was asked for, and 
no objection was made to their entrance 
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+See (4) Lebates, exliv., 1275. 
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Questions. 


or presence; had any such objection been 
made, they would have at once yielded 
to the objection, unless they had come 
to execute a warrant or had legal justifi- 
cation for remaining. No special warrants 
were Issued nor special orders given on 
the occasions referred to. A patrol is 
sometimes instructed to make inquiries 
at a particular house and to enter it for 
that purpose, and sometimes it is left to 
their own discretion to enter for such 
purpose. The are often found 
open; they are never forced; and any 
objection, as L have said, to the police 
entering or remaining in the house would 
be at once yielded to. No eriminal 
charges were mode against any of the 
persons whose houses were entered, 


doors 


Caprais DONELAN (Cork, E.): Did 


the police visit any of the landlords’ 


houses on the occasion ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: T cannot say, 
Sir; but the police in England have 
often visited my house. 


Mr. DILLON : Is it proposed to con- 
tinue to allow the police who patrol this 
district to exercise this discretion of 
entering the houses of any peasant during 
the night @ 


Mr. WALTER LONG: IfI had reason 
to think that the police entered the 
houses of the people against their wishes 
I would give instructions that the prac- 
tice should be discontinued ; but no such 
information has reached me. 


Mr. KILBRIDE (Kildare, 8.): Did the 
police enter the right hon, Gentleman’s 
house after 10.50 at night without his 
permission ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: My permission 
has never been asked, but the house has 
been visited late at night. 


Mr. DILLON: Do you leave your door 
open ? 


Mr. BLAKE (Longford, 8.): I wish to 
kaow how the permission he infers was 
“implied.” Was any effort made befoue 
opening the door and walking in to know 
if the ceenpants of house 
willing ? 


the were 
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Mr. WALTER LONG: I am informed 
that the police constantly visit the 
houses of the residents in the district in 
which they are stationed, and that they 
are on the best possible terms with the 
population. No objection was raised to 
these visits on the part of the inhabitants. 
If, however, I had any reason to believe 
that the police exercised their powers in 
an improper way I would take care to see 
that regulations were issued to prevent 
it. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN (Dewsbury) : Will 
the right hon. Gentleman say, for the 
information of English Members. what 
object the police serve in invading the 
privacy of these homes with or without 
permission ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: LT assume that 
the police have a general duty in regard 
to the protection of life and property in 
their district. 


Mr. CLANCY (Dublin County. N ): 
What was the purpose for which the police 
visited the house of the right hon. 
Gentleman ? 


Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: The hon. 


Member must give notice of that Question. 


Horse Disease in County Waterford. 

Mr. POWER (Waferford, E.): I beg 
toask the Cluef Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- 
tion hasbeen called toa resolutionadopted 
at the last meeting of the Waterford 
County Council, with reference to the 
spread among the horses in the county 
Waterford of the disease known as the 
South African disease; and whether the 
(Government will bear the entire cost of 
horses destroyed by orders of the 
vetelinary inspectors in the county 
Waterford, with the view of exterminating 
this disease, which was introduced into 
Waterford by artillery horses sent there 
on the conclusion of the war in South 
Africa, 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The resolution 
referred to suggests that a general order 
for the slaughter of diseased horses 
should be issued, but the Department of 
Agriculture consider that the require- 

,ments of the case have been met by the 
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local order which has been issued, and | of an attempt to in‘imidate a peasant 
which is applicable to the particular out- | Catholic girl ? 


break. 
framed if necessary. The reply to the 
last inquiry is in the negative. 


Mr. POWER: Is it not the fact that 
the disease was introduced into Waterford 
by Army horses ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I do not know 
whether that is the case or not, 


Mr. POWER : The Secretary for War 
has admitted it. 


Carntall School-Mistress’ Action. 
Mr. REDDY (King’s County, Birr): 1 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Treland whether he 


is aware that in a case concluded in the | 
Chancery Hivision, Dublin, on the 18th | 


inst., at the suit of Miss Rose Sweeney, 
manual instructress of the National 
School, Carntall, county Tyrone, who 
sought an injunction and damages against 
Mr. William Coote, grand master of the 
local Orange lodge for conspiring to 
procure her dismissal from her position 
in the school, Mr. Justice Barton gave 
judgment in favour of the plaintiff, with 
costs; and whether, under the circum- 
stances, he will see that Mr. Coote’s 
action is brought under the notice of the 
Lord Chancellor with a view to his 
removal from the commission of the 
peace. 


Mr. WALTER LONG : 
in this case was only delivered a few 
days ago, and there has been no time 
yet to fully consider it or ascertain 
Whether there may be an appeal. 


Mr. DILLON: Is this the sanie 
gentleman who was charged with a 
similar offence in relation to the same 
school some months ago, and who paid 
heavy damages in order to avoid a public 
trial ? 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) > In 


A further local order will be | 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I 


answer a Question of that kind. 


cannot 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: Let the Irish 
| Solicitor-General, who is present, answer 
for himself. 


Mr. DILLON: Cannot the right hon, 
Gentleman answer my Question ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I cannot. 


Mr. DILLON: I will raise the matter 
on the Estimates. 





| 

| Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.) : Is itin- 
i tended to prosecute this man on a charge 
of boycotting ? 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny): 
‘Is this one of the cases returned as an 
agrarian outrage 2 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELE: T do. press for 
a reply to my Question to the Solieitor- 
|General for Ireland. 


Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: You had 


better give notice of it. 


Mr. REDDY: When will this ruffian 
be removed from the commission of the 
peace Q 


Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Order, 


order ! 


The judgment | 


Knocklane (Sligo) Grazing Ranch. 
Mr. WILLIAM McKILLOP (Sligo, 
N.): [ beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
ithe Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
ihe is aware that the Congested Districts 
| Board purchased a grazing ranch at 
' Knocklane, Magherow, county Sligo, and 
‘that instead of dividing the ranch 
| amongst the fishermen and the occupiers 
of non-economic holdings in the vicinity 
the Board has let it for grazing; and will 
che see that this ranch is divided up as 
| soon as possible. 





the event of an appeal, will care be taken | 

that the Crown Solicitor for county} Mr. WALTER LONG: The Board 
Tyrone and the Solicitor-General for | have agreed to purchase these lands, but 
Treland do not appear for a man who has | cannot divide them until they become 


been tound guilty by a competent Court | legally vested in the Hoard. The 
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“necessary proceedings will take some | platform. There was a proclamation 
months, and inthe meantime the lan’s | posted on the wall opposite Mr. Roche, 


have been let for grazing. not twelve feet from him. Mr. Roche 
| must have been well aware the meeting 

The Police and the Member for | Was proclaimed. He had been staying the 
East Galway. ‘night with Father Fahy, and I myself 


Mr. ROCHE (Galway, E.): I beg to | had told Father Fahy of the proclamation. 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-| The police did nothing that was not 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he will | perfectly consistent with their duty in 
now give the House the report which he | preventing the holding of the meeting, 
has received from the county inspector | 204 no violence was used to Mr. Roche 
in reference to the action of police at | "Or any rough treatment that could be 
Cappatagle on 7th inst. in regard to the | construed as violence.’ 

Member for the Division. | 
| Mountmellick Action for False Arrest. 

Mr. WALTER LONG: I can only; Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, 
read this Answer, which has already been | Ossory): I beg to ask the Chief Secre- 
circulated, by the permissionofthe House. | tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
I have received the following report from | whether he is aware that, in a case lately 
the county inspector of Constabulary, | heard in the King’s Bench, Dublin, 
to whom this Question was referred :— | before Mr. Justice Kenny, at the suit of 
“No voletce was used by the police. | a man named Carroll, against Constables 
Mr. Roche persisted in maintaining that | Masterson and (ryan, Royal Irish 
he had a right to address his constituents | Constabulary, Mountmellick, for alleged 
and he was moved away from the crowd | false arrest, and imprisonment, and 
by my orders. I had first informed him | assault, the jury found for plaintiff on 
that the meeting was proclaimed and | 9} issues, and assessed damages at £100; 
that ! had a copy of a proclamation | and whether he will state, as Constable 
which I would give him. [ gave it to} Masterson has been suspended from duty, 
him when he had been moved about | what course he proposes to adopt with 
twenty-five yards away. He was not! reference to Constable Cryan. 
dragged, nor was he moved off his feet. | ‘ 
One policeman held him by each arm. | arene aoe 
“ll eee Heard did not order Me. WALTER LONG: 
his men to drag Mr. Roche down. I was 


Judgment 
was only delivered in this case a few 
; days ago. The Inspector-General has 
the very first person to go to Mr. Roche | hi aati vi pics to but J 
and tell him he could not addres; the ae ole 
: : | have not yet received his report. 

meeting, and when he began to argue | 
that he had arranged two months before ; ; 
to address his constituents I took hold | Irish Agrarian Outrages. 

of his coat and pulled him off the stile,, Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid.): 1 
about eighteen inches from the ground, | beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
on which he was standing. Mr. Heard, | Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
I think, also caught his coat and said be | attention has been called to the fact 
must come down. No roughness was | that, during the year 1904, a total of 
used, when pulled he stepped off. [then | 206 agrarian outrages were reported to 
told him he must move on and told the | the Inspector-General of Constabulary in 
crowd to disperse. He was moved on|heland, including twenty-eight in- 
as I have already mentioned. He was | cendiary fires; eleven killing, cutting, or 
not moved fifty yards, not quite thirty | maiming cattle; 124 cases of intimida- 
yards. I heard him say, ‘Is the county | tion; thirteen injury to property ; twelve 
inspector here’? I did not tell the| firing into dwellings; and that in 188 
police to let him go. When they had | cases offenders were neither convicted nor 
moved h'm from the crowd they loosed| made amenable; can he explain why 
their hold of his arms. There were no such a large proportion of offenders 
reporters present or regular representa- | escaped the consequences of their acts ; 
tives of the Press. Mr. Roche says he|and whether he will take steps to 
held on to the platform. There was no | strengthen the powers of the constabulary 
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in discovering the perpetrators of these 
outrages, and bringing them to justice. 


Questions. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: My _ hon. 
friend has correctly stated the facts, 
which are set out in the Return of 
Agrarian Offences recently presented to 
Parliament. The immunity from punish- 
ment of so many of 
arises to some extent from the fact 
that many of the offences are com- 
mitted under the cover of darkness, and 
that in cases of threatening letters and 
notices it is difficult to prove the hand- 
writing of the ofiender. 1 think, however, 
that the chief cause of this immunity is 
an unfortunate and unwise reluctance on 
the part of the victims of intimidation to 
come forward and give evidence against 
the guilty persons. It is quite obvious 
that constabulary action alone cannot 
completely overcome these difliculties, 
but if the sufferers would only seek the 
protection of the law, and if those mem- 
bers of the community who are entitled 
to share in the administration of justice 
would do their duty, | believe that 
disorder would be effectually grappled 
with. There is no ground for any im 
putation against the constabulary. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): In how 
many of the cases of alleged intimida- 
tion did the people send the intimidatory 
notices to themselves 2 


Me. KILBRIDE: Seeing that there 
are 188 which no one has 
been made amenable, can the right 
hon. Gentleman say how many of the 
offences were committed by the police 
themselves ? 


cases in 


Mr. WALTER LONG: None. 


Mr. DILLON: Was any person in- 
jurcd in any of these manufactured out- 
rages ¢ 


Mr. MACVEAGH: How many of the 
cases of cattle-maiming and killing were 
the work of Sergeant Sheridan ? 


Mr. MALCOLM (Suffolk, Stowmarket) : 
Does the right hon. Gentleman contem- 
plate any further reduction of the Royal 
Irish Constabulary, 
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Charge against Constable Reddy, Royal 
Irish Constabulary, 


Mr. DELANY: I beg to ask the Chief 


Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Tre- 


land can he say what was the result of 
the recent investigation held at Mount- 
mellick by order of the Inspector-General 
of Constabulary into the charge mae 
against Constable Reddy of using offen- 
sive and insulting expressions towards 
respectable residents of the town; and 
whether, seeing that this policeman was 
obliged to mike a public apology before 
the County Court Judge at Mountmellick 
within the past twelve months, in a case 
in which he was charged with assaulting 
and using insulting language towards a 
resident in the town (which offence was 
alleged to have been committed outside 
complainant's door), he proposes that the 
services of Constable Reddy should be 
retained in Mountmellick. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Constable 
Reddy was found to have made an un- 
becoming observation, but it appeared to 
have been made jestingly and in reply toa 
remark addressed to him. He has been 
cautioned by the Inspector-CGeneral as to 
his future behaviour. In the second 
case referred to, an action was taken 
against the constable for a technical 
assault, which consisted in his seizing 
man whom he found hiding in a gateway 
at night. There was no charge of using 
insulting language on that occasion, The 
County Court Judge justified the con- 
stable’s conduct, but suggested that he 
should apologise, which he did. It is not 
intended to transfer the constable at 
present. 


Land Purchase Agreements. 

Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that Clause 9, Form P, under the Land 
Purchase Act, 1903, gives no protection 
to the tenant from the day he signs the 
agreement until the sale is sanctioned by 
the Land Commission; and that one or 
two years may elapse from the date of 
the agreement and the confirmation of 
the sale, the tenant in the meantime being 
liable for his old rent notwithstanding his 
having agreed to pay interest to the Land 
Commission at £3 10s. per cent.; and 
whether, seeing that Clause 8 in Form F 
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Questions. 


gives protection to the tenant between 
the date of his agreement to purchase 
and completion of sale, some similar pro- 
tection can be given to the tenant in 
Clause 9 of Form P. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Form P is an 
undertaking signed by the tenant that 
he will purchase his holding from the 
Land Commission in case they purchase 
the estate of which it forms part. The 
signing of this undertaking does not alter 
the legal position of the tenant unless 
and until the Laid Commission buy the 
estate. No ground, therefore, exists for 
making the arrangement suggested in 
the concluding query. 


Mr, FLAVIN: But why the difference ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Because in the 
one ease there is a definite and in the 
other only a conditional agreement. 


Mr. FLAVIN: But have not the 
Hstates Commissioners a right to either 
accept or reject the agreement ¢ 


Mr. WALTER LONG: No 


Mr. FLAVIN: I willask the Attorney- 
General whether under Form I° protection 
Is viven and inspection must take place ¢ 


Mr. ATKINSON: The hon, Member 
is probably wrong, but | had better have 
notice. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Well, | am not paid a 
big salary like the right hon. Gentleman, 
but | am sure [ am right. 


Youghal Auxiliary Asylum. 

Mr, SLOAN (Belfast, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of freland whether his atten- 
tion has been called to an inquest held 
to inquire into the Circumstances attend- 
ing the death of Michael Healy, an 
inmate of the Youghal Auxiliary Asylum, 
Which took place on the 12th inst.; and 
Whether, in view of the fact that the 
jury in their verdict urged a separate 
hospital for inmates suffering from in- 
fectious disease, and that the frequency 
of deaths from consumption and con 
tavious disease 1s caused by the abser -e 
of isolation of such patients from other 
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inmates, it 1s still intended to retain such 
cases in the auxiliary asylum, 


Questions. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: It is the fact 
tuat the jury made a recommendation to 
the effect stated. The patient died of con- 
sumption, a disease which has only in 
recent years been recognised to be of an 
infectious nature. I am informed that, 
so far, a few of the largest asylums only 
have attempted to isolate such cases, 
but doubtless, as experience is gained, 
the question will receive further con- 
sideration, 


Belfast Police and Medical Attendance. 

Mr. SLOAN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
lreland whether he can now state the 
result of the Inspector-General’s inquiry 
as to why members of the Royal trish 
Constabulary in C District, Belfast were 
obliged to seek medical attendance at 
their own eXpense other than that pro- 
vided for the purpose, 

Mr. WALTER LONG : The Inspector 
General found that no sutticient vrounds 
of complaint against the medical attend- 
ant existed, 


Mr. SLOAN: In view of the facts that 


_came out, will the right hon. Gentleman 


ayree tol pay the expenses of the con- 
stabulary ¢ Will the expenditure the 
men have incurred be refunded to 
them ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: 
that. 


L will consider 


Irish Judicial Officers. 

Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he can state if any 
communications, verbal or written, have 
passed during the past twelve months 
between the Lord Chancellor of Ireland, 
and any Irish County Court Judges or 
Recorders on the subject of their retire- 
ment from the bench. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: No, Sir. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Do | understand 
that no communications have passed, 
whether direct or indirect, oral or 
written ¢ 
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Me. WALTER LONG: That is the Irish Lights Commissioners—-New 
information given me by the Lord Appointments. 
Chancellor. Mr. JOYCE (Limerick): I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Board of Trade 

Mr. MACVEAGH: 1 am afraid the | whether additional appointments are 
right hon. Gentleman has been again | about being made under the Board of 
Irish Lights Commissioners; and, if so, 
will he state at whose suggestion those 

Newman Estate, County Oork. appointments are being made, what 

Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the Chief | expense they will entail, and will the 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of | additional expense come within the 
Ireland whether he is aware that, in| purview of the House of Commons. 
connection With the sale of the Newman 
Estate, Dromore, Mallow, county Cork, it) Mr. BONAR LAW: ‘Two additional 
is proposed by the landlord to exclude | appointments under the Commissioners 
from the scheme the holding ofa tenant, | of Irish Lights have receitly been made. 
Mr. T. O'Callaghan, D.C., although he/| An assistant inspector of lights at a 
holds under a judicial tenancy and is | salary of £250 rising by annual increments 
prepared to purchase on the same terms | of £15 to £350 per annum; a type- 
as the other tenants; and whether, in| writing clerk at a salary of £60 rising by 
view of the fact that this case does not | annual increments of £6 to £46 per 
come under any of the sub-heads (a), (b),/ annum. The uppointments were pro- 
(c), and (d), which deal with the ex- posed by the Commissioners of Irish 
clusion of holding in the Interim Report | Lights and were sanctioned by the Board 
of the Estates Commissioners, the Com-| of Trade after being considered by a 
missioners will decline to sanetion the | special Committee appointed by them for 
advance im connection with this estate | the purpose. The additional expense 
unless this tenant be included in the | will not come within the purview of the 
general arrangement. | House of Commons, as it will fall upon 
the General Lighthouse Fund and not 
upon any Parliamentary Vote. 


misinformed. 








Mr. WALTER LONG: The first part 
of the Question was answered on 2I1st 
February last.f As to the second part; : . : a 
the sub-heads referred to are merely Foreign Pilots in British Waters. 
examples of sufficient reasons for ex-| Captain NORTON: I beg to ask the 
clusion, and not a complete statement First Lord of the Treasury whether, in 
of such reasons. The advance to the view of the risk arising from the fact 
landlord has been made. that fifty - nine foreign pilots are 
employed on our coast, he will consider 

Sneem Mail Delivery. 'the advisability of granting pilotage 

Mr. BOLAND: I beg to ask the certificates for English waters to British 
Postmaster-General whether he is aware | subjects only. 
that the mails used to be delivered at | 
Sneem at 9.45 am., but that they are | Tue PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
now only delivered at noon, and that itis | LORD or THE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
consequently impossible for traders to! Baryour Manchester, E.): It is quite 
reply to letters until the following day: true that a certain number of foreigners 
and whether arrangements could be made | are allowed to be pilots in our waters, 
so that the mail car should leave Head- | although there are no foreign pilots 
ford at an earlier hour, and thereby | registered in other countries. I have 
ensure an earlier delivery of letters at “Breat sympathy with those who think 
Sneen. that if we admit foreign pilots in our 


| 


Lorp STANLEY : I will have inquiry | pir yea png ae — 
— on the subject of the mails to | nantée i eennding Gan phiccacat ts 
Sneem and inform the hon. Member of ones srg 7... a 
the result. | Government, but 1 ought to a 


do not think the circumstances are pro- 
| See (4) Debates exli., 761. | ductive of any serious national danger. 
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Mer. LOUGH (Islington, W.): Hasany! An HON. MEMBER: They never 
complaint ever been made of the way in | give up anything. 
which they discharge their duties ? 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The only 


persens who would sufier if he were 
to withdraw wovld be his clients. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I gather that 
the complaint would come when this 
country was at war with some country 
to whom these foreign pilots belonged. 

Mr. DALZIEL: Will the right hon. 


Scottish Churches Dispute-—Position of Gentleman undertake that the Soliciter- 
the Solicitor-General for Scotland. General shall not appear in other cases : 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.): 


I beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I agree thav 


whether, in view of the impending legis- he ought not to take on fresh cases deal- 

lation promised by the Government on ing with impending legislation. 

‘he questions in dispute between the 

United Free Church and the legal Free pea 

Church, it is with his knowledge and 

sanction that the Solicitor-General for THE COLONIAL CONFERENCE. 

Scotland appeared in the Court of Session, VOTE OF CENSURE. 

on Tuesday, May 16th, as counsel for the Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 

legal Free Church. (Stirling Burghs) : I beg to ask the Prime 

= Minister a Question of which I have given 

Me. A. J. BALFOUR: The Solicitor- jin, private notice—whether, in view of 

General for Scotland was interested in the confusion created by recent declara- 

this case before he was Solicitor-General, tions of Ministers with regard to fiscal 

and it would be a hardship to his clients policy, and in particular with regard to 

to abandon the case which he has under- the ‘proposed Colonial Conference, he 

taken. It is perfectly consistent with wil] give a day on which we may bring 

the Treasury Minute that the Scottish forward a vote of censure on the Gov- 

law officers should undertake practice epyment. 

when it does not interfere with public 

ietico. 1 ie conceivable that canes) ow. HABY DYKE (Kent, Dust 

might we where there would be conflict. ford): Before my right hon. friend 

But the Solicitor-General ought — answers this Question, I crave the leave 

have, and will not have, any part in the ‘dk tes Meee “ti eek hs, ees, 








ing f the Bill which the Govern- : ; : 
drawing up of _ ssa “i : hefane Wit Question—whether, in the possible event 
se lt auce * - ie * aes 7 : 
ment propose to in ’ of his giving facilities for another dis- 


suntide. cussion, he will make an appeal to the 
Leader of the Opposition to offer at all 
events some expression of regret for the 
obstruction and insulting language 
levelled against a Cabinet Minister of 
the Crown for fifty minutes last evening. 


Mr. BUCHANAN : Is it in the interests 
of the legislation which the right hon. 
Gentleman is about to introduce for the 
purpose of settling this serious eccles- 
iastical difficulty that a member of the 
Government should be closely associated 
with one of the parties ? Mr. LOUGH: On a point of order, 

Mr, Deputy-Speaker, I ask you whether 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think this is 1t 1s i order to attribute insulting 
4 matter well understood in Scotland and /anguage to the Leader of the Opposition. 
Scottish practice. I confess that I think 
it is an unfortunate thing, but clearly Wp, DEPUTY-SPEAKER : I do not 
the Solicitor-General is not to blame. think that expression was very happily 

chosen. There was a great deal of 

Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs): ¢lamour and noise, but there were no 
He ought to have given it up when he expressions which I think could be 
was appointed. ‘called insulting—at all events, none 
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which reached my ears. There were 
some expressions which were of a some- 
what offensive character, no doubt, but 
not what would be called insulting. 


Sir W. HART DYKE: I will with- 
draw the word then, Sir, and substitute 
the word you used from the Chair— 
“* offensive.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I confess I 
was somewhat surprised at the note 
which the right hon. Gentleman has 
sent me, wherein he talks about the 
confusion created by recent declarations 
of Ministers. There were two Ministers 
prepared to clear up that confusion, if 
it existed; they were prevented from 
doing so by the disgraceful scene which 
took place last night, and I did not 
notice that the right hon. Gentleman 
took any steps to prevent that dis- 
graceful scene. I have, so far as I am 
concerned, no objection to giving time 
for the further discussion of the matter, 
interrupted in the manner which I have 
just described, provided that we have 
some undertaking that the debate shall 
take place under ordinary conditions of 
decency and fair play. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE 
Boroughs): Will the Prime 
give that undertaking ? 


(Carnarvon 
Minister 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 
Mr. Ha.tsey reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection; That they had 


discharged the following Members from 
the Standing Committee on Law, and 


Courts of Justice, and Legal Procedure, 
in respect of the Town Tenants (Ireland) 
Bill: Mr. Soares and Mr. Mooney ; and 


had appointed in substitution: Mr. 
Herbert Samuel and Mr. Murphy. 
Mr. Hatsey further reported from 


the Committee of Selection; That they 
had discharged the following Member 
from the Standing Committee on Law, 
and Courts of Justice, and Legal Proce- 
dure : Sir George Fardell. 


Reports to lie upon the Table. 
Mr. J. W. Lowther, 
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(In the Committee.) 


{Mr Jerrreys (Hampshire, N,) in 
the Chair.] 


Clause 1 :— 


Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barn- 
staple) moved as an Amendment to 
reduce the tea duty from 6d. to 4d. 
He was, he said, very pleased that it 
had fallen to his lot to move that re- 
duction, because if there was one tax 
to which he objected more than any 
other it was the tea duty. They had 
long been anxious for a free breakfast 
table, but so long as the present Govern- 
ment remained in office the vision of a 
free breakfast table sreceded more and 
more into the dim and distant future. 
When one considered the incidence of 
the tea tax he was driven to the con- 
clusion that it was not defensible. It 
affected the rich infinitely less than it 
affected the poor. Very few wealthy 
people had suffered from the heavy 
duties which had been placed on tea 
by the Chancellor of the Exchequer, but, 
on the other hand, there could be no 
doubt that the poorest classes had suf- 
fered to a very considerable extent. On 
the preceding day one of the hon, Mem- 
bers for Ireland complained very bitterly 
of the effect which the tea tax had on 
the peasantry of that country, and any- 
one who knew anything about the poorer 
classes was bound to admit the existence 
of the grievance. In his own constitu- 
ency there were a large number of agri- 
cultural labourers who consumed con- 
siderable quantities of tea, and this tax 
had proved to them a very heavy burden. 
Many of these unfortunate people were 
in receipt of out relief, and it was well 
to bear in mind that the increase of the 
tea duty had not been followed by a 
proportionate addition to their out relief. 
This was a class of people who lived very 
largely on tea and bread and butter, and 
‘they were consequently the chief sufferers 
by the tax. Again, the Colonies had been 
hit very severely by it. Of course, the 
'burden was borne by the consumer and 
‘not by the producer, but when a 
| tax was put upon an article one effect 
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was to reduce the consumption of it and 
in that way the producers were hit. It 
was an extraordinary fact that a Govern- 
ment which was always boasting of its 
interest in the Colonies shovld have 
chosen that particularly thick stick with 
which to beat them. No doubt the 
money was required by the Government, 
but the necessity arose to’ a not incon- 
siderable extent from the inefficiency 
of the War Office. If the recent speech 
of the Prime Minister meant anything 
at all, it meant that there should be a 
reduction in the War Office Estimates, 
but instead of that they had an increase 
of £1,000,000. 


THe DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN : Order, 
order! The hon. Member is not entitled 
to go into that. 


Mr. SOARES said he did not propose 
todeal with the Prime Minister’s speech. 
He was only pointing out it was because 
of the increase in the Estimates that 
this tea duty was imposed. He would | 
like, however, to ask the Chancellor of the | 
Exchequer how he reconciled his action 
in imposing this tea duty with the fiscal 
views he was known to hold? Did 
he consider that the tea tax was the 
best tax which could be imposed in the 
light of those views ? 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 1, line 20, to leave out the word 
‘sixpence’ and insert the word ‘ fourpence.’” 
—(Mir. Soares.) 


QJuestion proposed, “That the word 
‘sixpence ’? stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) said he was 
prepared to support the Amendment. 
Having failed on the previous day to get 
Ireland excluded from the operation of the 
tea duty, he certainly felt justified in 
trying to get it reduced to as low a figure 
as possible. He had never heard any 
solid argument in or out of the House 
in favour of the taxation of tea at 
sich a high rate. The hon. Member 


who last spoke had suggested that there 
might be something to be said in its 
favour if it were an ad valorem duty. 
Having regard to the fact that tea at ls. 
per lb., such as was consumed by the very 





poorest of the poor, bore exactly the same 
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duty as the higher priced teas, he did think 
no valid argument could be advanced 
for keeping it at its present level. Un- 
doubtedly a duty of 6d. per lb. was out 
of all proportion to the value of the article. 
Poor people had to consider every penny 
they spent, and when a protective duty 
to the extent of at least 50 per cent. was 
put upon their tea, they were driven to 
drink bad and deleterious preparations. 
In the days of the late Mr. Gladstone, 
who was one of the greatest Finance 
Ministers this country ever had, they 
very nearly approached their ideal of a 
free breakfast table, but since then they 
had travelled very far in an opposite 
direction. Inthe interests of the poorest 
classes of the country, and especially 
of the poor of Ireland, he supported 
the reduction of a tax which pressed the 
most heavily on the shoulders of those 
least able to bear it. 


Mr. McCRAE (Edinburgh, E.) said he 
wisied to press the Amendment on the 
attention of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, and to support his hon. friend 
in his endeavour to get the tea duty back 
to the point at which it stood before the 
war tax was put on. They had had 
increased taxes put upon beer, spirits, 
tobacco, tea, sugar, and other articles of 
consumption, and he thought the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer would agree 
with him that the first tax of which 
there should be a remission was the tax 
on tea. Indeed, the right. hon. Gentle- 
man had already realised that by reducing 
the duty on tea by 2d. He thought the 
time had come when they ought to make 
a protest against these war taxes being 
retained, especially those taxes which had 
been placed on the necessities of life. 
He was not speaking particularly of the 
taxes on beer and spirits, about the 
removal of which he was not specially 
concerned, but in regard to the taxes 
on tea and sugar he thought they cught 
to take every opportunity of pressing 
on the Chancellor of the Exchequer the 
importance and necessity of at once 
removing them. Of course they would 
be told by the right hon. Gentleman 
that there was a certain amount of 
revenue to be raised, and a certain 
amount of expenditure to be met, and 
that, therefore, it was necessary to look 
round to see where he could get the money, 
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But he would suggest to the right hon. | for, and it was quite impossible for him 


Gentleman that it would be better for him | 
to direct his attention to the necessity ' 


for a reduction of expenditure. That 
was the best possible economy, and it 
would prove the easiest way of making 
a reduction in the taxation which was 
becoming such a great burden on the 
people. 


THE CHANCELLOR or Tar EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. Austen CHAMBERLAIN, 
Worcestershire, E.) said there could be 
no advantage in attempting to discuss 
on each individual Motion the far wider 
questions which were raised by the Bill, 
and he would therefore confine his 
remarks te this particular Amendment. 
This was a Motion to double the amount 
of the remission on the tea duty he had 
proposed. He had this year a much 
smaller sum than he could have wished 
for to devote to the remission of taxation, 
and, for reasons which he had already 
explained, he chose the tea duty as the 
sibject of remission, and he was bound 
to say that under this Bill the proportion 
of taxation was more favourable to the 
indirect taxpayer than it had been for 
2 long time. He did not, however, 
attach much importance to that matter, 
though in the remission of the year and 
the amount he had available for remission, 
it seemed to him obvious that this tax 
was the best subject for that operation, 
It was complained that the tax stood 
above what it was before the war. Sir 
Stafford Northcote had once laid down 
the very true dictum that no progress 
could be made with paying off the 
burden of a great war except by retain- 
ing some proportion, at »ny rate, of the 
war taxes. But his defence did not rest 
on that only. His predecessor, the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for West 
Bristol, had pointed out that the difficulty 
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer was 
not to provide for the great and heavy 
expenses of a war which had lasted longer 
than any one had anticipated that it 
would, but to make provision for the 
increased expenditure that would remain 
in peace. For the expenditure of the 
present day they needed the money 
provided for in this Bil'. They could 
not dispense with the money that would 


be involved in the further remission asked 


Mr, McCrae. 


to accept the Amendment. 


It had been suggested by the hon, 
Member for North Cork that the tea 
duty should be an ad valorem duty, 


There was a great deal that was 
attractive in the idea, but there 


were great difficulties in its practical 
application, No one in the tea trade 
would give him the slightest encourage- 
ment in any effort he might make to 
convert the tea duty into an ad valorem 
duty, their view being that it would 
cause much disturbance and interruption 
in the trade as well as injustice to dealers 
and producers of different qualities of 
tea. An association which had _ been 
pictorially very active in this City 
recently, had not scrupled to use the 
arguments for a high ad vilorem duty; 
but when a gentleman went to ascertain 
whether they were in favour of an ad 
valorem duty, they disclaimed all sym- 
pathy with the idea, although they 
had adopted this as the most effective 
method of stating their case against the 
tax. He did not think that was either 
very honest or very creditable to them. 
It was said by hon. Members opposite 
that the Irish people always drauk good 
tea. If that were so, the effect of an 
ad valorem duty must be pro tanto to 
encourage them to drink inferior tea and 
discourage the drinking of the better 
class teas. On the other hand, if it did 
not change their taste—and so far as the 
[rish were concerned he did not think it 
would—it would impose a heavier tax 
upon them. He did not feel called upon 
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to answer the Question of the hon, | 


Member for Barnstaple as to how he 


‘reconciled the tea tax with his views on 


fiscal policy. That was not material t 
the issue before the House. He could 
only add that he saw no way in which 
the revenue necessary for the expenditure 
of the country could be better raised 
than the proposals he had put before the 
House. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar) said the right hon. 
Gentleman had rather objected to 
his hon. friend’s action in raising 
on that discussion the question of 
national expenditure, but, in his 
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opinion, that was the only oppor- 
tunity which Members of the House of 
Commons had of raising that important 


Finance 


question and of pointing out that all | 


these extra taxes on tea, sugar, tobacco, 


and spirits were entirely due to the in- | 


creased expenditure to which the Govern- 
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|means of the tea tax, and they were 
entitled to ask him what that way was. 
The Opposition were not responsible for 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer’s inability 
to take off the 2d. put on as a war tax, 
and were entitled to protest agiinst its 
continuance now that the war was over. 


ment had put the country in connection | 


with the late war. With regard to the 


tea duty they ought to bear in mind that | 


the late Chancellor of the Exchequer, the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Bristol, said that that was specifically a 
war tax. The unfortunate thing, how- 
ever, was that although the war was now 
over the tax was still retained. The 


Chancellor of the Exchequer had told | 


them that it was necessary to retain a 
ceftain amount of taxation in order to 
pay off the deb+ incurred in time of war, 
but unfortunately that was not what the 
Goveriment were nowdoing. They were 
not paying off the extra burdens 


imposed in time of war, and, there- | 


fore, he contended that the tea tax, 


as It Wag presumably put on as a war | 


tax, ought now to be dropped. The 


tight hon, Gentleman had referred to the | 


question of the importance to be attached 


to the proportion which direct taxation | 


bore to indirect taxation. Well, he was 
bound to confess that he could not agree 
entirely with the right hon. Gentleman 


in the conclusions which he had drawn | 
from those figures, but that question they | 
The | 
right hon. Gentleman had informed the | 
House that he had a better way of raising | 


would be able to discuss later on. 


revenue. Surely it was inconsistent on his 
part to make a proposal to the country 
Which he believed to be not the best for 
the consumer and the taxpayers of the 
country. It was not a position in which 
he would like to find himself. But 
wpparently the right hon. Gentleman 
had taken it in order to retain office. 
The Government were bound by the 
pledges they had given. 


THe DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN : I must 
Temind the hon. Gen‘leman that the 
subject of discussion is the tea duty. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said his point 
was that the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
had informed the country that he knew a 


*Mr. LEVY (Leicestershire, Lough- 
borough) said the Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer had endeavoured to justify the tax 
on tea by his statement that he required 
the money, but on that ground they could 
| justify any other tax by saying that so 
much money was required. The answer 
to that was that the expenditure of th 
country ought to be kept within reason- 
able limits. It should be borne in mind 
in regard to the duty on tea that a great 
proportion of the tea received in this 
country was now obtained from our own 
Colonics, and as the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer was closely allied to those 
Members in the House who believed in 
tle preferential treatment of the Colonies, 
this extra 2d. per lb. in excess of the 
| duty prior to the war was probably being 
retained to give to the Colonies in ex- 
| change for some advantage which it was 
suggested they could give to us but 
| which was purely mythical. It certainly 
did appear unwise on the part of the 
| Chancellor of the Exchequer to keep up 
the extra duty on tea, a duty which was 
imposed for the purposes of the war, and 
the necessity for which ought no longer to 
be existent. Inhis opinion the duty was 
unfair, it was unnecessary, and had 
pressed extremely heavily upon tie work- 
|ing people of the country. They heard 
/a good deal now-a-days about the un- 
employed, and about people who were 
starving in all parts of the country, and 
| it certainly did seem to him to be unwise 
| that they should keep up a tax upon tea 
| equivalent to 100 per cent. of its value 
‘whilst at the same time they had to 
legislate to find employment for the 
| people who paid this tax. He thought, 
‘therefore, there were very considerable 
| and strong reasons for rejecting the pro- 
| posal of the Government. s> 


| Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) said ‘the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had com- 
| plained that those who had proposed the 
| reduction of the tea duty had not sug- 


better way of raising the revenue than by | gested any alternative, but he thought 


‘ 
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that there was an alternative which might 
well have been used, and that was a | 
revision of the duties unon licerces. 


Finance 


THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN 


tea tax, At present the Committee is 


only asked to decide as to the imposition | 


of the tea duty. 


Mr. WHITLEY said he had respect- 
fully to submit that in discussing 
whether the tax on tea should be 4d. or 
6d. they were entitled to suggest an 
alternative method of raising the money, 
and he wis attempting to do so, He 
was simply pointing out that there was 
an injustice in the present scale of licence 
duties, and if the Government would 
only level up those duties and make them 
accord with the views which the 
Government expressed when the Licens- 
ing Bill was before the House they would 
produce the tecessary revenue, and it 
would be unnecessary to tax the tea 
consumers of the country. 


tO 


*Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire, 
Cleveland) said the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had stated that for his part 
he attached very little significance to any 
equality between direct and _ indirect 
taxation in the allocation of revenue, but 
he seemed to think that hon. Members on 
the opposite side of the House attached 
very great importance to that subject. 
As one who had had to trouble the 
House two or three times on the point, 
he could assure the right hon. Gentleman 
that none of them attached the smallest 
importance to any equality in the total 
sum raised by indirect or direct taxation. 
What they did attach importance to was 
the weight of taxation resting upon 
individuals, and they held that that 


weight of taxation should not be 
greater on the average poor man 


than it was upon the average nich man. 
They wanted a Committee of inquiry 
which would give them some authorita- 
tive information upon this question. 
Those of them who had honestly and 
laboriously made inquiries had come to 
the conclusion that the actual burden of 
taxation was heavier on the working 
classes than upon the middle and rich 
classes, and, so long as the contrary was 
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should feel it their duty to vote against 
the present unfair system of indirect 
|taxation. It was a sound principle that 


| each man should pay according to his 
Order, | 


order! That is scarcely relevant to the | 


ability to pay, and as that principle was 
not observed in our system of finance, it 
was their duty to vote against maintain- 
ing the tea duty at its present level. The 
right hon. Gentleman had justified this 
tax by saying that after the war it was 
necessary to keep on war taxation in 
order to meet additional charges which 
the war had necessitated. The present 
Government had increased the expendi- 
ture of the country by £49,000,000, and 
out of that total only £4,000.000° or 
£5,000,000 could properly be attributed 
to the war. The other £45.000,000 o7 
£44,000,000 had nothing whatever to do 
with the war; and therefore it was 
absurd to justify this expenditure by 
saving that it was necessitated by the 
war. For these reasons he hoped his 
hon. friend would press his Amendment 
te a division. 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs) 
said he hoped the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer would not allow _ this 
debate to close without giving the 
House some assurance on the points 
brought forward by his hon. friend. 


Without discussing the whole question of 
war taxation, surely they were entitled to 
ask the right hon. Gentleman whether, 
it was his intention to regard the pre- 
sent taxation asa permanent peace taxa- 
tion. The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
had made many statements on this sub- 
ject, and they wished to, know whether 
if he occupied his present official position 
next year, he would keep in mind the 
pledge which had been given to the House, 
that the tax they were “considering was a 
war tax which ought to be repealed with 
the least possible delay. With regard 
to the tea duty he was pleased that 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer dealt 
with it as he did, and he ventured to 


/say that that was one of the principal 


reasons why the Budget was so gener- 
ally popular, because the great mass of 
the people benefited by it. It was felt 
that there was a. tronger claim for relief 
in regard to tea than any other article. 


The right hon. Gentleman, in introducing 
the Budget , admitted that he was largely 


not proved by an official inquiry they binfluenced in the course he took by the 


Mr. Whitley. 
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fact that his proposal would benefit the 
(‘olonies. That showed that, after all, 
there was something in agitation, and 

there was very little doubt that, but for 
the vigorous agitation which had been 
carried on by the Colonies, the import- 
ance of the reduction he had made would 
not have been brought home tohim. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had tcld 
them about his enormous sympathy with 
the Colonies, and surely that was a reason 
why he ought still further to reduce the 
taxation upon tea. 


The case put that afternoon was 
absolutely reasonable. The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer could not do 


anything which would be more grate- 
fully received by all classes than to 
still further reduce this tax. If the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer would 
accept this Amendment he thought they 
would be able to find some other direction 
from which to raise the money which 
would be more acceptable to the House. 
While they were grateful to the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer for small mercies they 
were not unwilling to accept others. 
This duty was one of the first things 
which ought to claim his attention. Of 
course they could not expect the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer to give them 
any outline of his policy in regard to a 
future Budget, but if he would tell them 
that he was fully alive to the justice of 
what they were demanding it would be 
received with satisfaction by the Com- 
mittee. Some very distinguished author- 
ities were absolutely at loggerheads as to 
the actual bearing of direct and indirect 
taxation, and they were to some extent 
in the dark as to the actual facts. There- 
fore he suggested that the right hon. 
Gentleman should listen to the appeal 
made by his hon. friend and consent to 
the appointment of this Committee. 
This had been asked for several times, 
and he could easily select certain financial 
experts in the House, thus showing some 
indication of a desire to meet the reason- 
able request which had been made from 
the Opposition side of the House. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) 
said he wished to support the appeal 
which had been made by his hon. 
friend for the appointment of this 


(23 May 1905} 


Bil? 


He thought there ought 
to.be no tax at all upon tea. From 
a temperance point of view, and 
because tea was a necessity of life which 
came from other countries, it ought not 
to be taxed, more particularly when it 
was so largely consumed by the working 
classes. The ratio of indirect taxation 
was only 50 per cent. in the case of the 
English taxpayer, whereas in Ireland, 
with a much poorer population who 
drank more tea in proportion than the 
people of Great Britain, the ratio of in- 
airect taxation was 72 per cent. A 
labourer in Jreland earning 15s. a week 
paid as much in indirect taxation as a 
labourer in England earning 25s. to 30s. 
a week. He hoped the right hon. Gentle- 
man would pot adopt a non possumus 
attitude, because there was a very large 
amount of public feeling in favour of 
lessening taxation on tea, and the right 
hon. Gentleman must be aware that he 
owed to the country and to the House 
some recognition for receiving his Budget 
so quietly, notwithstanding the large 
expenditure which it entailed. He hoped 
the right hon. Gentleman would agree to 
the appointment of this Committee. 


1150 


Committee. 


Mr. J. A. PEASE (Essex, Saffron 
Walden) appealed to the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer to say whether he would 
consider the propriety of appvinting a 
Select Committee or a Departmental 
Committee to inquire as to the way the 
tea tax affected the various classes of 
the community. On his side of the 
House they would like to see a Committee 
appointed to consider the whole question 
of the incidence of direct and indirect 
taxation. He was quite in favour of 
evervbody contributing to the funds of 
the State, and he thought they should do 
S> in proportion to their means. Such a 
Committee as had been suggested by his 
hon. friends might ensure a recommenda- 
tion which would do away with the taxes 
on necessary articles of life. He believed 
tea was a necessary article to the wor«ing 
classes as they at present lived in this 
country. The tax pressed unduly on the 
working classes, and especially the class 
he represented. To agricultural labourers 
with 12s. a week the tax upon tea was a 
very great burden, and it was more than 
their means justified. 
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Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said | 


he could 
once with the suggestion of the hon. 
Gentleman opposite. Nobody who had 


not undertake to deal» at | 


spoken had contended that an inquiry | 


into the tea tax alone would be of any 
value. What hon. Members really desired 
was an inquiry into the circumstances 
of the whole system of taxation. Those 
who had given any attention to the 
subject at all knew that probably a more 
difficult question to solve could not be 


| 
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and indirect taxation, and the hon. 
Members who had spoken had _ con- 
ducted the debate with due regard to 
the rules of the House. With regard 
to the appointment of a Committee. 
he thought that all the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer had said had rather 
strengthened the suggestion made by 
his hon. friends. The right hon. Gentle- 
man had admitted that he had not been 
able to come to a satisfactory conclusion 


on the question at issue, and that itself 


submitted to any body of individuals, | 


and the suggestion really was to devolve 
upon a Committee, he did not know 


exactly how denominated, duties essen- | 


tially pertaining to this House—those of 
seeing that their system of taxation was 
just and fair. Hon. Gentlemen had 
some idea that possibly a Committee of 
that kind could demonstrate to the 
satisfaction of everybody and_ place 
beyond dispute the exact incidence of 
their present system of taxation. He 
believed that to be impossible. Great 
minds, learned men, deep students, had 
devoted a great deal of attention to that 
subject, but he was not aware that anyone 
had arrived at conclusions satisfactory to 
any other expert, and certainly not to con- 
clusions which were generally acceptable. 


was a reason why he should agree to the 
appointment of a Committee. Great 
advantage had been derived from the 
Report of the Royal Commission on 
Local Taxation. Certainly the Govern- 
ment had not dealt with the question 
as it might have done, but in the evidence, 
and in the conclusions which the Com- 
mission had laid before the House they 
had a valuable mine of information. 
He submitted that the same advantages 
would follow if the right hon. Gentleman 
consented to the appointment of the 
Committee which in this case had been 
asked. He wished to press on the 
attention of the right hon. Gentleman 
that the tea duty of td. now proposed 


‘included 2d. which was put on for wat 


The task which would be propounded to | 


a Committee would be, he thought, an 
impossible one, and unless they could 
show him there was practical work to be 
done, which he had not yet appreciated, 
he could not agree to appoint such a 
Committee as suggested. Of course, if 
the mover had a definite idea which he 
would care to discuss with him, he would 
be pleased to do so. He submitted, 
with all respect, that it was extremely 
difficult for a Minister or for the House 


taxation. While it would not be fair 
to ask the right hon. Gentleman to 
outline his future policy with regard to 
finance, or what he intended to do in 


‘his next Budget, he might inform the 


to discuss a Bill of the present kind if | 


on every clause, and at every stage, wide 
issues such as would be raised on a Second 


or Third Reading were raised again and | I 
| back to the old level of 4d. which existed 


again. He did not believe it had ever 
been attempted to be done before, and 


the efficient discharge of business. 


Mr. McCRAE said the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer was not qvite 
fair to the House in giving this 


House as to his views with regard to 
the tea tax remaining at 6d. in time of 
peace. The tax was equal to 75 per 
cent. of the value of the article, and 
that, he submitted, was far too high 
a percentage in time of peace. The 
Committee would certainly appreciate 
the statement if the right hon. Gentleman 
could really tell them that he did not 
consider 6d. the normal duty to be 
imposed on tea, and that he would take 
the first opportunity of bringing It 


| before the war. 
he ventured to submit it did not tend to | 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
said the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
was exceedingly well advised in declining 
to remit this question to a Committee. 
What the difference was between direct 


lecture as to how the debates should be | and indirect taxation no man had ever 


conducted. This was the first Motion 
on which they could deal with direct 


| 
| 


1 
| 


| 
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been able to pronounce with certainty, 
One school of economists held that 
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one kind of tax was direct, while another | 


school held that it was indirect. The 
different schools of economists were not 
agreed, and therefore it would not be 
reasonable to expect the Chancellor of 


the Exchequer to agree where the 
doctors so considerably differed. Could 


any hon. Member say whether a licence 
wasa direct or an indirect tax? He got 
no answer. In the rough- and - ready 
classification adopted by the ordinary 
financier at the Treasury it was classed 
a direct tax, but he himself held that 
it was absolutely indirect because the 
licensee put the charge on the price of the 
beer. Customs duties were generally 
held to be indirect, but he held that in one 
respect they were very direct. 
a very complicated question which a 
Committee could not solve. He went 
further 


THe DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN : You are 
travelling away from the Amendment 
before the Committee. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said this was 
a Ways and Means Bull for raising money 
to meet the supply of the year. 
opinion it did not afford a field on which 
economists should assert themselves in 
moving the reduction of taxation. It 
was in Supply that should be done. Once 
they had agreed to the grant they must 
tind the ways and means. [An Hon. 
Member: No.| He admitted that 
there might be different methods. When 
hon. Members came forward with a pro- 
posal to take twopence off the tea duty 
they should be prepared with an alterna- 
tive. 


Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: We have 


deen ruled out of order on that point. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said he did 
not rule the hon. Member out of order. 
He thought it was pertinent when a re- 
duction was moved to show that there 
were other means of raising the money. 
Many hon. Members opposite were as 
anxious as he was to reduce the expendi- 
ture of the country, but he wished to im- 
press upon them that this was not the 
best opportunity. It :hould be done not 
only in Supply, but when Works Bills were 
b:ought before them. Every one of these 
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Bills ought to be strangled remorselessly. 
He very much doubted whether any 1e- 
duction of taxation would be in the true 
interest of economy this year. Tle 
present need was to get rid of the load of 
debt, and that implied rather increased 
taxation. 


Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL said the 
hon. Gentleman had misunderstood the 
purpose for which the Committee was 
proposed. They were dealing now 
with the tea duty, and the argument that 
the tax was heavier on the poorer than 
the wealthier classes. The question 
of the whole incidence of these taxes 
should come before the Committee. He 
was assured that the consumer paid the 
tea duty. Of course, such a Committee 
as had been suggested would have to ex- 
clude from its purview the coal tax ; but 
it would be its business to assess the pro- 
portion of taxation which ought to be 
borne by certain articles—-— 

The 


Tue DEPUTY - CHAIRMAN: 


hon Gentleman is out of order in pursuing 


that line of argument. 


Mr. J. H. LEWIS (Flint Borouglis) 
said that he ventured to move last year 
that the tea duty should be reduced from 
8d. to 6d. per pound, and he was glad that 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
taken his advice. But there was another 
piece of advice he had given the right 
hon. Gentleman which had not been 
adopted. He felt assured that if the 
right hon. Gentleman had appointed 
a Committee on the incidence of taxa- 
tion, the Committee might have ap- 
proached more nearly than now to a 
solution of this great problem, which 
was to adjust taxation so that it should 
fall on the shoulders of those who could 
bear it with the least inconvenience. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer had, on 
his advice last year, made this reduction 
on the tea duty ; but he wished that the 
right hon. Gentleman could have carried 
it further, because the very poor who 
bought their tea in very small quantities 
would not derive much benefit from the 
reduction. He was glad to hear the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, whenjhe 
introduccd the Budget Bill, say that,this 
reduction would be beneficially felt in 
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every household in the United Kingdom. 
That was sound economic doctrine, 
because it was undoubtedly the consumer 
who had to pay this impost, although 
the foreign producer gained a certain 
benefit. He ought to say that in the 
case of tea it was the colonial producer 
in India and Ceylon. 
tendency of a large tax on a particular 
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Undoubtedly the | 


article was to diminish consumption. It | 


should be remembered that India was a 


miserably poor country, and anything | 


which diminished employment in India 
diminished the chances of these 
natives of obtaining a decent existence. 
India was the most thickly populated 
portion of His Majesty’s dominions. It 
had been afflicted with plague and 
famines, and all the ills which afflicted 
humanity; and anything which could 
benefit that country would benefit this 
country. They heard a great deal about 
colonial preference and the desirability 


poor | 





Bill. 


hoped the right hon. Gentleman the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer would, 
if not this year, the next, accept a 
further reduction of the tea duty, 
He trusted that, by measures of 
economy, it might be possible to have 
a further reduction next year of 2d. per 
lb. on the tea duty. He had great 
pleasure in supporting the Amendment 
of his hon. friend, and he trusted that 
he would press it to a division. 
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Strr_ J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
N.E.) said that this discussion had been 
largely academic, but he could not 
let pass the statement of the hon. 
Gentleman opposite who urged that 
such a tax as the duty tea fell 
wholly on the consumer. He was old 
enough to remember that the late Earl 


Russell said he was quite convinced that 
| moderate indirect taxation fell in equal 
| proportions on the producer and the con- 


of doing anything we could for the benefit | 


of the Colonies. He thought the right hon. 
Gentleman ihe Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer had conferred, by this reduction of 
the tea duty, a practical benefit on India. 
In Ceylon the tea industry had been 
the industrial salvation of the island, 
the population of which was the most 
loyal in the whole Empire. Cevlon, 
twenty vears ago, was in a state of 
bankruptcy, and the tea cultivation 
saved it. The tea duty, imposed a few 
years ago, crippled that colony ; and he 


sumer. 


Mr. J. H. LEWIS said he nad only 


| ‘ . : 
quoted the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 


and was following his lead. He was sorry 
that the right hon. Gentleman opposite 
did not also follow the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 217; 
Noes, 157. (Division List No. 170.) 
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Molesworth, Sir Lewis = 
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Moore, William 
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| Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
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Muntz, Sir Philip A. 

Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
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Parker, Sir Gilbert 
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Percy, Earl 

| Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Piatt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
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| Purvis, Robert 
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Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
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Xoberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
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| Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
| Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Sir H. S. (Limehouse) 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, Sir H.(Renfrew) 
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| Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
| Walker, Col. William Hall 
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Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E(Taunton 
Welby, Sir Charles G.E.(Notts. 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
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| Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 


Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
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Wodehouse, Rt.Hn. E.R.(Bath 
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Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
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Harcourt, Lewis 

Hayden, J hn Patrick 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharp 

Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
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Kilbride, Denis 

Kitson, Sir James 
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Lambert, George 


| Langley, Batty 


Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwati) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
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Leese, Sir Jos. F. (Accrington) 
Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Fadden, Edward 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kean, John 
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Mooney, John J. 
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Moulton, John Fletcher 
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Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Richards, H. C. (Finsbury, E.) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
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Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 

Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt.Hn.C.R( Northants 
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Strachey, Sir Edward 
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White, George (Norfolk) ' 
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Whiteley, George (York, W.P.) 
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TELLERS FOR THE Nors—Mr 
Russell Rea and Mr. Toulmin. 


some of which were 


** additional’? and some as 
“increased,” and unless in the present 








proposed to leave out appeared to him 
to be mere surplusage or else words put 
in to create a very fine and 
distinction between ‘increased ” 
** additional’? duties. The clause said, 


posed by Clauses 2, 3, 4 of the Finance 
Act of 1900, including the increased 
duties mentioned in the fifth clause of 
that Act. He deprecated this legislation 
by reference, and could not see why the 


first words of the clause were not suffi- | 
But even if they | 


cient of themselves. 
were not, he thought it would have been 
much better drafting to put in “ addi- 
tional and increased ” duties. He begged 
to move. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 2, to leave out the words ‘including 


that Act. °—(.MVr. Whitley.) 


Question proposed * That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Clause.” 


Mr. AUSTEN,, }CHAMBERLAIN 


subtle | 
and | 
| Act. 


“‘ additional’ duties and Customs im- | 


Bill they included the reference to the 
increased duties the form of the clause 
would merely repeal the additional and 
not the increased duties in the original 


Mr. WHITLEY asked whether the 
duties mentioned in Clause 5 were not 
levied before 1900. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN | said 
those articles were taxed before 1900, 
but by that Act the spirit duty by which 
the duty on those articles was fixed was 


_raised, and therefore it became necessary 
| to increase the duty on those articles. 


Mr. WHITLEY said he thought 


‘the right hon. Gentleman had rather 


the increased duties imposed by Section 5 ot | L900, 


thrown the blame back on the Act of 
The matter, he thought, could 


be remedied in the present Bill, if, as he 
understood, the first part of Clause 5 


recited only the additions to the 
existing duties imposed an account of 
the war, whilst the second part of the 


clause recited the new duties, the ad- 


pointed out that Clause 5 of the Finance | 


Act of 


1900 stood upon a_ different | 
jooting to Clauses 2, 3, and 4. Clause 5 | 


| ditional duties, imposed. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
the hon. Member was quite accurate. 
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Mr. WHITLEY thought it was a 
pity that a method of this kind had been 
adopted, because it prevented the Com- 
mittee from arriving at the actual 
amount of the duties imposed on these 
articles on account of the war, especially 
the minor articles. He hoped the right 
hon. Gentleman at some fut»re time 
would see his way to treat these articles 
on the same basis as tobacco, beer, and 
spirits. He begged leave, after the right 
hon. Gentleman’s explanation, to with- 
draw his Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. FLYNN said that by Section 2 
of the Finance Bill an _ additional 
duty of 4d. a lb. was placed on all 
tobaccos. Had it been placed on 
high-priced cigars he wovld not say 
anything more about it, but it was 
imposed on all kinds of tobaccos, es- 
pecially those cheap tobaccos which were 
imported into Ireland, in respect to which 
he thought the increased tax of 4d. 
ought to be repealed. By the extent 
to which the price of an article was 
increased the industry concerned in the 
manufacture of that article was penal- 
ised, and the growing industry of tobacco 
manufacture in [reland had been seriously 
injured by the imposition of this ad- 
ditional duty. Ireland was not so rich 
in industries that she could afford to 
have any of them interfered with or 
handicapped, and he submitted that 
it would be perfectly easy by means 


of a sub-section to relieve the ‘rish 
tobacco industry of this imposition. 
A certain class of Irish tobacco was 


largely consumed by the working classes 
both of this country and of Ireland. 
Many working men would rather forego 
their breakfast or dinner than their 
pipe, and it was no abuse of language 
to say that to many of the poorer 
classes tobacco had become a necessity 
of life. It was one of the few alleviations 
of their lot of unremitting toil, and 
the working classes of Ireland felt it 
rather hard that this modest luxury 
and almost necessity should be taxed 
more heavily for the purpose of carrying 
on a great, war to which they were 
always opposed. But the war had been 
over for nearly three years, and yet 
the taxes were maintained: He had 
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Bill, 


not moved in reference to the Customs 
duties on beer and spirits; it was only 
right that they should bear their fair 
share of taxation, but he did claim an 
exemption in favour of Irish tobacco. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer would 
probably give the stereotyped reply that 
money must be obtained. The amount 
involved, however, was so small, in com- 
parison with the Budget as a whole, that 
he hoped the right hon. Gentleman would 
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see his way to make the moderate 
concession asked for. He begged to 
move, 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 8, at end to add the words, 
‘Provided, however, that the additional duty of 
fourpence the pound imposed by Section two of 
the Finance Act, 1900, shall not apply to un- 
manufacture tobacco imported into Ireland 
as from the first day of July, nineteen hundret 
and five.” —(Mr. Flynn.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there added.” 


Mr. FIELD said he had just 
received a telegram from the tobacco 
manufacturers in his constituency 
asking him to support this Amend- 
ment. The manufacturing aspect of 
the question should not be lost sight 
of. It was the duty of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer to co-operate with 
any attempt to prevent American 
trusts from monopolising the retail 
businesses in the country, and Irish 
manufacturers were seriously handicapped 
in their endeavours to compete with 
those trusts by the taxation they had 


to bear. The duty of 4d. operated 
gravely against the manufacture of 


tobacco, and the small allowance asked 
for by this Amendment would be of 
great assistance. He submitted that 
Ireland had an exceptional case for 
relief in this matter and that the growing 
of tobacco should be encouraged in every 
possible way in order the more 
successfully to cope with the foreign 
competition which was daily becoming 
more formidable. 


Mr. FLAVIN joined his hon. friend 
in protesting against the continuance 
of this war taxation upon the poor- 
est of the poor. The question was 
of importance from the pomt of 
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view, not only of taxpayers generally, 
but of consumers of tobacco, English and 
Trish, in view of the fact that the Imperial 
‘Tobacco Company of America had se- 
cured practical control of the retail 
market. There was absolutely no com- 
petition, consequently no protection for 
the poor consumers, other than that 
supplied by the independent Irish tobacco 
manufacturers. But because the Irish 
manufacturers had to face the increased 
duty of 4d. the American combine were 
placing on the market an imitation of Irish 
rolltobaccoat cost price inorder to destroy 
the independent firms who had stood 
out from the combination. He believed 
in healthy competition and fair profits, 
The practical control of the tobacco trade 
by one syndicate was a serious matter 
for the working men of the country. 
Great credit was due to firms like Gal- 
lahers’, who had had the wits, energy, 
and capital successfully so far to stand 
outside the ring, and the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer ought to encourage such 
firms in their endeavour, even at loss 
and injury to themselves, to give the 
people the benefit of healthy competition. 
He was sorry that the average English 
manufacturer did not show a more en- 
lightened spirit, and this was only an 
example of the way in which they took 
a selfish and narrow view of this matter 
as opposed to the welfare of the masses. 
He appealed to the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer on the grounds he had stated, 
first, in the interests of the pocrest of 
the poor, and, secondly, in the interests 
-of those independent firms who had 
stood outside the combination, and who 
were placing a good article on the market. 
He thought such firms ought to be en- 
couraged. The Imperial Tobacco Com- 
pany had made up its mind to drive all 


independent men inside their trust or. 


else ruin them by unfair competition. 
In the interests of Irish industries the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer ought to 
-do something to protect them, and thus 
increase the amount of employment 
in Ireland. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
he agreed with the hon. Member that in 
the progress of our commercial life and 
the, world’s commercial life trusts and 
great_combinations were beginning, and 

Mr, Flavin. 
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probably would continue, to play a 
much larger part than had been the case 
in the past. Consequently, it would be 
necessary for any Government to watch 
their operation, and to see whether any 
regulation was necessary to prevent great 
private combinations from becoming a 
public danger. He did not think that 
case had arisen vet, but the matter was 
one which any Government must keep 
under observation. Other countries had 
deemed it necessary to have such legis- 
lation in contemplation, and in some 
instances had actually passed legislation 
on this question. He thought in the near 
future they might have to direct their 
attention to the new state of things which 
had been created. He thought he could 
show to the hon. Member that the parti- 
cular Amendment now before the House 
was not the proper method by which 
his object should be pursued, and that 
it would not attain the end at which he 
aimed. He had spoken of the trade 
which was of special interest to the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer because 
it furnished a large portion of the revenue. 
He had stated that the tobacco trade 
in Ireland was at the mercy of a foreign 
combination. He thought he was wrong 
in saying that any foreign combination 
seriously menaced that trade. No doubt 
there had been a fight between a foreign 
and a home combination, which arose 
out of the attempt made to invade our 
own market by a great foreign trust. 
There was a sharp battle, but not a very 
long one, and it resulted in the defeat 
of the foreign combination, which came 
to an agreement with the home combina- 
tion practically to the extent that they 
should not invade our market. Whatever 
disturbance there now was in the trade 
was not due to a foreign combination, 
but was largely due to a domestic com- 
bination. ‘The hon. Member was mis- 
taken in supposing that the combination 
he alluded to included all the British 
firms. The Imperial Tobacco Company 
was a very powerful and a very large 
combination, but if the hon. Member 
made inquiries he would find that a very 
considerable number of firms still stood 
outside that combination in this country. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Yes, but they are try- 
ing to force them inside. 
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Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said | 
there was still a considerable number of | 
firms in England who had stood outside. | 
The hon. Gentlemen’s Amendment would | 
favour Irish firms in regard to Irish trade, | 
and one of his arguments was that it 
would enable them to resist this com- 
bination. He wished to point out that 
it would give no assistance to firms which 
stood outside the combination in the rest 
of the United Kingdom. The hon. | 
Member who moved the Amendment | 
pleaded for it on the ground that it would 
encourage Irish manufactures. He was 
glad to think that this was a most pros- 
perous industry in Ireland, employing 
many hands, and he hoped it was profit- 
able both to the country and to the 
people who carried it on. The Amend- 
ment would introduce a complication 
into their system which would be ex- 
tremely difficult, because it would pick 
out for special favour one or two manu- 
facturers to the detriment of all other | 
manufact irers, whether forming part of 
the combination or not. As a matter of 
fact it would be protective in its pature 
as against the foreign manufacturers. 
He hardly needed to pursve that question, 
because, as they were all aware, the | 
Government was not going to propound 
any changes of that character during the 
present Parliament. He was not insen- | 
sible to the possible danger of these great 
industrial combinations, nor to the fact 
that they were a proper subject for the 
attention of the Government, because 
they might, in the course of their develop- 
ment render changes in our laws nee 
ary which were not necessary when 
such great combinations were unknown. 
It was evident, however, that they 
could not deal with that question 
by a single small Amendment of this 
character, and he assured the hon. 
Member that it would not produce the | 
result which he desired. 


Finance 


S- 


Mr. FIELD asked the right hon. 
Gentleman to answer his point as to the 
encouragement of tobacco-growing in 
Ireland. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
he was afraid that the questicn of tobacco- 
growing in Ireland would not be in order 
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Tat DEPULY-CHAIRMAN: No, it 
would not be in order. 


Mr. FLAVIN said in regard to this 
matter they were not selfish and did not 
What con 
ces-ion they made to the Irish manu- 
facturers he was quite willing should 


be given to other manufacturers. 
He was glad to hear trom the right 
hon. Gentleman that some manufac- 


turers in this country stood outside the 
combination. He suggested that they 
should also give them exemption and 
encourage them to stay outside the com- 
bination. The Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer must be aware that the Imperial 
Tobacco Company were already in pos- 
session of the greater part of the tobacco 
of the United Kingdom. The 
proper time to tackle this trust was not 
after it had ruined all its opponents 
by unfair competition, but before it had 
grown to a fully-developed tree. 


Mr. OMARA (Kilkenny, S.) said this 
Amendment was intended to provide an 
exemption in accordance with the provi- 
sions of the Act »f Union. His hon. friend 
thought the Amendment should be used to 


_ help independent tobacco firms who stood 


outside the combination. He wished to 
point out that on the Second Reading >f 
this Bill it was amply proved that Ire- 


| land could not be successful in its in- 


dustries unless some abatement was 
made in the taxes imposed upon the 
country, and there was no tax upon 
which an abatement could more pro- 
perly be allowed than on the tobacco 
tax. This was an article which was 


| specially mentioned in the Act of Union. 


He was quite ready t> admit that bat for 
the Act of Union the argument of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer and his pre- 
decessors would have a great deal of 
weight. It was said that the poor man in 
Ireland was no worse than the poor man 
in England in regard to this tax, and,that 
therefore there was no injustice. His 
answer to that was that the represent- 
atives of the Irish nation were in the 
Imperial Parliament because of the 
policy of the Act cf Union. The present 
Chancellor of the Exchequer and _ his 
predecessor had repudiated the Act of 
Union, but it might interest the House 
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to know that the Act contemplated | 
an abatement to Ireland on this par- 
ticular tax. One of the grounds on 
which the taxation on tobacco and a 
number of other articles was to be cal- | 
culated was the relative value of the 
exports and imports of the different 
countries. He might mention in pass- 
ing that they were unalle to arrive at 
the relative value of the exports and 
smports because the figures could not 
be ascertained. ‘Lhe figures were abso- 
lutely denied to chem, so that they were 
unable te say precisely how much they 
were overtaxed. He thought no more 
suitable abatement could be given in 
the case of Ireland than that proposed 
by his hon. friend who movea the Amend- 
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Ireland was declining in wealth and 
populatior, and when taxation was in- 
creasing, the least the House of Com- 
mons could do should be to give this 
paltry abatement. 


Mr. FLYNN said he should have 
liked not to press the Amendment to 
a division, but after the reply of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer there was 
no other course open. Surely this war 
tax ought not to be continued in a 
country whose representatives opposed 
the war, especially when the war had 
been over for three years. 


Question put. 
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sympathetic 
cellor of the Exchequer had 
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Mr. O'Mara, 


They were entitled to a more 
answer than 


the Chan- 
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given, Noes, 236, 
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Question proposed, ‘That the clause | 
stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) said 
he wished to move that Clause 2 should 
be left out of the Bill. That clause 
reimposed the war taxes on beer, spirits, 
and tobacco imposed in 1900. The 
House was beginning to be tired by 
the constant reiteration of these taxes 
put on ostensibly for a short period. 
The present Chancellor of the Exchequer 
had got to admit full responsibility for 
what had been done in that regard by 
his predecessors. The additional duties 
on beer, spirtts, and tobacco, for the pur- 
poses of war expenditure had caused 
very great inconvenience to traders, 
and there was a pledge on the part of 
the predecessor of the right hon. Gen- 
tleman that they would not be perman- 
ently retained. Ifthe Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had devoted his mind to 
getting rid of these additional taxes 
he might have done so by this time. 
There was a definite pledge given that 
when special money was raised for a 
great emergency, as soon as that emer- 
gency was over the special taxation 
would cease; and yet the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer renewed these taxes 
every year. The nation had a right to 
expect some relief from the war taxation 
in time of peace. An effort ought to be 
made to practise economy. The truth 
was that the Government had seemingly 
forgotten their pledges in regard to this 
matter, and he asked the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer not to treat it in a per- 
functory manner, but to tell the Com- 
mittee when he could see his way to 
sweep away these war taxes. 


He did not think; the Chancellorjofthe 
Exchequer was getting as much money 
from the duties on beer and spirits as he 
would get if the extra duties were taken 
off. The extra beer tax, which was now 
renewed, was practically ls. per barrel. 
He would ask the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer how much his predecessor 
got from the beer tax in 1900, when the 
duty was ls. per barrel lower, compared 
with what he got from that tax this last 
year. And what amount did the spirit 
tax produce before the additional 6d 
per gallon was imposed, compared with 
that now received by the revenue. It 
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was admitted that a tax could be raised 
above a point of productivity. He 
believed that great distress had been 
caused to the brewing trade by the extra 
tax on beer, and that the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer had lost revenue, rather 
than gained it, by the additional tax, 
The right hon. Gentleman should have 
taken warning from the experience of one 
of his predecessors who lost revenue by 
raising the wine duties by 25 per cent. 
He would be very glad if the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer would give some pledge 
that in a reasonable time these war taxes 
would be removed. 


Mr. ,\WHITLEY said he wished to 
ask the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether he could in‘orm the Com- 
mittee what effect these additional taxes 
hid had upon the consumer. His 
impression was that these additional 
taxes on beer and spirits had led to the 
deterioration of the quality of these 
articles, and that the persons who 
sold these articles had to recoup them- 
selves at the expense of the public. 
In the case of spirits especially, it 
led to the consumption of immature 
spirits which was provocative of violent 
crimes. Then the beer duty had also 
lowered the quality, which was to the 
detriment of the consumers. He was 
sorry that the present Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had given up the practice of 
his predecessors, in bringing forward these 
new taxes, in warning the House of the 


necessity of exercising the _ strictest 
economy. The right hon. Gentleman 


the Member for West Bristol lectured 
the House annually in the interests of 
economy ; but the present Chancellor of 
the Exchequer accepted the existing high 
level of taxation, and did not propose 
any substantial reduction in taxation. 
The Amendment raised the whole ques- 
tion of war taxation ; which would now 
appear to be annexed for the permanert 
requirements of the nation. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) said he did not 
attach the same value as did his hon. 
friend to the annual lecture of the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for West 
Bristol when Chancellor of the Exchequer. 
At one time, he himself was inclined 
to praise the right hon. Gentleman the 
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Member for West Bristol as a sound | 


financier ; but all the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s statements evaporated in smoke. 
Only the other day the right hon. Gentle- 
man delivered a vigorous address in the 
interests of economy; but why should 
he not make any effort in the House of 
Commons itself? He, himself, liked the 
method of the present Chancellor of the 
Exchequer better, although he regarded 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for West Bristol as one of the ablest 
Members of the House. He objected to 
the continuance of war taxation, unless it 
was for the purpose of paying off war 


expenditure. War taxation should not, 
otherwise, be maintained in time of 
peace. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
that 1t would be a futile proceeding on 
his part to pretend to forecast the course 
of the revenue or expenditure, or to 
indicate in advance what might be the 
character of the Budget next year. He 
had not the figures for which the hon. 
Member for West Islington asked, but 
he could give them if a Question was put 
on the Paper. It was, however, certain 
that a tax might be raised to such a 
high point as to diminish its value as a 
revenue producing engine, though he did 
not believe that the disappointment 
experienced in recent years had been due 
to the level at which these taxes had 
stood. Other circumstances had arisen 
to influence their productive power, such 
as changes in the social habits of the 
people and bad conditions of trade in 
the last year or two. He was surprised 
to hear an expression of sympathy with 
the brewers from the hon. Member for 
West Islington, and he could only wonder 
what the hon. Member would have said 
if he had selected these duties on beer 
and spirits for reduction this year in 
the Budget. It was said that the beer- 
drinker now received a less desirable 
article than previously. He did not 
believe that there was any proof tosupport 
the suggestion that a more “ thirst- 
producing ’’ article was being manufac- 
tured and consumed in consequence of 
these war duties. What had actually 
happened was that the price of a glass of 
beer had remained the same, though 
the amount of water in it had been 
increased. In the case of beer and 
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spirits, therefore, there was no reason 
to suppose that a slight rise in the tax 
had seriously affected the consumption, 
or that there had been a deterioration in 
quality in the sense of adulterating beer 
with the object of producing thirst in 
the consumer. It had, however. led to 
the sale of a greater proportion of lighter 
beer. He declined to make any hazardous 
prophecies as to circumstances he was 
unable to forecast, but he could not 
dispense with these duties in the present 
year. 
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Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.) 
said that the Government had no 
right, without adequate explanation, 


to continue taxes specifically put on 
for war purposes; and on that prin- 
ciple alone this clause ought to be 
opposed. The Government had no right 
to continue in time of peace taxes 
which were imposed for war purposes. 
He thought the Committee ought to 
take this opportunity of expressing its 
opinion on the larger principle, and on 
the fact that the right hon. Gentleman 
had not submitted this year any scheme 
or indicated any date when it might be 
anticipated that they might be relieved 
of this war taxation. 


Mr. LOUGH thought he had some 
reason for complaint that the figures 
for which he had asked, and which 
would have been of very great use 
in this debate, had not been given. 
He also complained that the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer had mixed up in his 
arguments two facts which ought to 
have been kept separate. The right hon. 
Gentleman had mixed up the elasticity of 
revenue with the promotion of consump- 
tion, which was quite a distinct matter. 
He asked the Committee to note that 
the right hon. Gentleman had not dis- 
proved his statement that the increase in 
these taxes had not had the desired effect, 
and that the violent action of the Gov- 
ernment had simply resulted in the 
decline of revenue. With regard to those 
of his friends who might hesitate to 
support proposals of this kind, which 
would mean a reduction of the tax on 
beer and spirits, he would remind them 
that excessive taxation on those com- 
modities did not promote increased 
temperance but simply made those who 
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craved for liquor poor as well as drunken. | 


{COMMONS} 


In view of the answer he had received | 


from the right hon. Gentleman he must | 


press his Amendment. 
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Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 237; 
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Delany, William 

Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles | 
Dillon, John 
Dobbie, Joseph | 
Doogan, P. C. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 

Field, William 

Findlay, Alex. (Lanark, N.E.) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J.* 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 





| Walrond, Rt. 


| Kearley, 
| Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan,W 


| Lloyd-George, 
| Lough, 
| Lundon, W. 

| Macnamara, Dr 
| MacVeagh, Jeremiah 


| M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
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Stewart, Sir Mark J. M*Taggart 
Stock, James Henry 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hediey 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Tuif, Charles 

Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Vincent,Col.SirCEH (Sheffield) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 

Ha. Sir VilliamH 
Welby, Lt.-Col .4.C E.(Taunton 
Welby, Sir Chas. G.E. (Notts.) 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 


NOES. 


Harcourt, Lewis 


| Hayden, John Patrick 
| Hemphill, Rt. Hn. 
| Henderson, 
| Higham, John Sharp 


Charles H. 
Arthur (Durham) 


Hobhouse, C.E.H. (Bristol, E.) 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 


| Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. 


Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 


| Johnson, John 
| Joicey, Sir James 
| Jones, William (Carnarvonsh.) 


Joyce, Michael 
Hudson E. 


Kilbride, Denis 


| Kitson, Sir James 
| Lambert, George 
| Langley, Batty 


Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W. 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 

| Leng, Sir John 


| Levy, Maurice 


Lewis, John Herbert 
David 
Thomas 


Thomas J. 


M‘Crae, George 


| M‘Fadden, Edward 


M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 


| M‘Kean, John 
| M‘Kenna, 


Reginald 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 


| M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 
| Manstield, 
| Mooney, John J 


Horace Rendall 
Morgan, J. Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Moss, Samuel 

Meaticn, John Fletcher 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Col. J. P. (Galway, N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid.) 


- Whiteley,H 


Bil. 1182 


.(Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willoughby de Eyesby, Lord 
Wilson, John (Giasgow) 
Wilson-Todd,Sir W.H. (Yorks. } 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.( Bath 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 

Wylie, Alexander 

Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—S?! 
Alexander Acland - Hoo} 
and Viscount Valentia. 


O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.} 
| O'Connor, James (Wicklow, W 
| O'Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, §.) 
O’ Dowd, John 
O’ Kelly, James( Roscommon, N 
O’ Mara, James 
| O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Parrott, William 
| Partington, Oswald 
| Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden; 
| Phillipps, John Wynford 
a Dunean Y. 
Rea, Russell 
Reddy, M. 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Reid, Sir R.Threshie (Dumfries 
| Richards, Thos. (W.Monmouth 
| Rickett, J. Compton 
| Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Robertson Edmund (Dundee} 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 
Runciman, Walter 
| Samuel, Herbert L. (Clevetand) 
| Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
| Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
| Slack, John Bamford 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spencer, Rt.Hn.C.R (Northants 
| Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
| Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe } 
| Tennant, Harold John 
| Thomas,Abel (Carmarthen, FE. 
| Thomas, Sir A.(Glamorgan, EF. } 
| Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
| Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.} 
| Tillett, Louis John 
| Toulmin, George 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 
Wallace, Robert 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
| Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
| Wason, John Cathcart (Orkney 
| White, George (Norfolk) 
! White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
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Whiteley, George (York,JW.R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 


| 


Clause 3 :— 


Mr. FLYNN said the Amendment he 
was about to move raised much the 
same principle as his previous Amend- 
ment, and an equally good case could be 
made out for relief in connection with the 
Excise duties as with the impositions al- 
ready dealt with. He submitted that it 
was not unreasonable to demand that an 
exemption should be allowed from the 
additional duty on whisky consumed in 
Treland—for that was what the Amend- 
ment amounted to. Probably the hon. 
Baronet the Member for the Camborne 
Division would not agree with the sugges- 
tion that the duty on so wholesome and 
exhilarating a beverage as whisky should 
be struck off. But there was good and 
bad whisky. 


Str WILFRID LAWSON (Cornwail, 
Camborne): What is good whisky ? 


Mr. FLYNN said that good whisky 
was a pot-distilled spirit sufficiently 
matured to decompose the element 
known as fusel, and resulting in the 
fragrant, mellow liquor known as Irish 
malt whisky. A duty of Ils. per gallon 
on such an article was altogether opposed 
to any principle of fair play or justice. 
In 1853 the duty in Ireland was only 
2s. 3d. as against 7s. 10d. in Great 
Britain, but between then and 1860 the 
duty was increased to 10s. in_ both 
countries, and now stood at lls. There- 
fore, while the duty had increased in 
England and Scotland by 33 per cent.. 
in Ireland the increase had been no less 
than 400 per cent. Could that be called fair 
treatment ? He submitted that instance 
of the dual system of taxation to the 
consideration of the hon. Member for 
Durham. If whisky was to be drunk it 
was better that a good wholesome liquor 
should be consumed, but a high tax 
tended to bring on to the market a large 


{COMMONS} 


| Wilson, FredW.(Norfolk, Mid.) | TELLERS FoR THE Nors—Mr. 
| Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
| Young, Samuel 


quantity of immature, raw, and impure | 


spirit, which produced intoxication, led 
to acts of violence, and often resulted in 
insanity. He regretted the form of the 
Bill precluded him from moving a 
larger reduction of the duty, but, 
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Buchanan and Mr. Soares. 


especially as there could be no Customs 
difficulty in this connection, he hoped 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer would 
accede to the moderate suggestion he 
now made. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 2, line 15, at the end, to add the 
words, ‘ Provided, however, that the  addi- 
tional duty of sixpence per proof gallon imposed 
by Section 7 of the Finance Act of 1900 shall 
not apply to spirits consumed in Ireland.’ ”— 
(Mr. Flynn.’ 


Question proposed, ‘* That those words 
be there added.” 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
this Amendment was one ofa series placed 
on the Paper by the hon. Member 
for Cork, intended to raise the same point 
in different forms, and directed  to- 
wards securing for Irish manufacturers 
or consumers a privileged position as 
compared with manufacturers or con- 
sumers of similar articles in other parts 
of the United Kingdom. The question 
of the establishment of different rates of 
Customs or Excise duties in the two 
countries had already been discussed at 
length on two occasions. He had never 
contended that such a differentiation 
was impossible, or denied that it had 
existed. But it must not be assumed 
from that that there was no objection to 
it, or that it would not be a troublesome 
and costly proceeding. The percentage 
of collection was much decreased by the 
unification of arrangements which now 
prevailed. If this proposal was c:rried 
out the disadvantages would be great 
and the benefit small. Even if the Com- 
mittee thought that some article of con- 
sumption should be taxed at a lower rate 
in Ireland that in England, he could not 
think that it would be this article that 
they would select for preferential treat- 
ment. 


Mr. MOONEY (Dublin County, 5$.) 
said he could not follow the right hon. 
Gentleman when he said that the cost 
of collection would be very much in- 
creased. The Customs autborities knew 
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where the spirit was going to and con- | that when they put a high duty on the 
sequently there would be no difficulty. | bonder he must reduce the age of the 
When the right hon. Gentleman intro- | whisky, and he had to sell it before it 
duced his Budget he spoke of the loss | had had time to mature. Once they put 
sustained by the revenue in regard|a high tax on whisky they reduced 
to the spirit duties, which he attributed | the consumption in a way, but they 
to a wave of sobriety which had been | also, at the same time, brought into the 
passing over the country, One thing | market more raw spirit. Medical men 
which had caused great anxiety to had asserted that one of the greatest 
medical men all over the kingdom was causes of the increase of lunacy amongst 
the extraordinary increase in the per- | the poorer classes was the consumption 
centage of insanity; and a good deal | of this raw spirit. The time had come 
of that insanity was alleged to have | for the Chancellor of the Exchequer to 
been caused by the consumption of raw | put an end to this additional tax. The 
and immature spirits. In most of our right hon. Gentleman the Member 
great manufacturing centres an epidemic for West Bristol and the right hon. 
of methylated-spirit drinking was break- Gentleman the Member tor Croydon 
ing out. The fact that this tax stood had held out the same promise. He did 
at such a high rate led to the putting on | not know whether the present Chancellor 
the market of a spirit which must be of the Exchequer called it a temporary 
had for the consumers. Jf they put tax or an additional tax. Surely it was 
such a high tax on the spirit the vendor about time that this additional tax, 
could not keep it long enough to enable | put on for a specific purpose which was 
him to get rid of the fusel oil. It was now over, was taken off. It was a just 
not the distiller who paid the increased claim that the tax in Ireland should 
price but the bonder. If a bonder had | be restored to the figure at which it stood 
two sorts of whisky, one only two years | before the war. 

old and the other ten years old, the ten 
year old whisky, when he came to pay | 
the duty upon it, must bea dearer article 
than the whisky he had kept for two 
vears only, and the result of that was | Noes, 285. 
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(Juestion put. 


The Committee divided :—Aves, 
(Division List No. 174.) 


toe 








Austin,{Sir John 

Barlow, John Emmott 

Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Blake. Edward 

Boland, John 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway 
Dillon, John 

Dobbie, Joseph 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dunn, Sir William 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Gilhooly, James 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Joicey, Sir James 


AYES. 


Joyce, Michael 


Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan, W 
Kilbride, Denis 

Lambert, George 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W. 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Leng, Sir John 

Lundon, W. 

Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Fadden, Edward 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan,Col.JohnP. (Galway, N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid.) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, James(Wicklow, W. 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 


O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, James( Roscommon, N 
O’ Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Parrott, William 

Rea, Russell 

teddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roche, John 

Slack, John Bamford 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Flynn and Mr. Mooney. 








1184 Finance 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allen, Charles P. 

Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
arnold- Forster, Rt.Hn. Hugh O 
Arrol, Sir William 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hn.Sir H. 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey. James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r. 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour,Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds. ) 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Barry, Sir Francis T. (Windsor) 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Beach, Rt. Yn.Sir Michael Hicks 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 


Bhowrageree, Sir M. M. 


Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Bigwood, James 


Bill, Charles 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles, Lt.-Col. H. F.( Middlesex 
Bowles, T.Gibson (King’s Lynn 
Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 

Brigg, John 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brown, Sir Alex H. (Shropsh.) | 
Brown, G. M. (Edinburgh) 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bull, William James 

Burt, Thomas 

Butcher, John George 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, J.H.M.(DublinUniv. 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Fdw: H 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J. (Birm. 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J.A( Wore 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane. Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edw. Bainbridge 


Craig, Chas. Curtis (Antrim, 8.) | 


Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crombie, John William 

Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 


{COMMONS} 
NOES. 

Cust, Henry John C. 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 

Davenport, William Bromley 

Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan 

Denny, Colonel 

Dickinson, Robert Edmond 

Dickson, Charles Scott 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 

Dixon-Hartland.SirFred Dixon 

Doughty, Sir George 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M_ (Lanark 


Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dyke, Rt.Hn.Sir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Ellice, Capt EC(S.Andrw’sBghs 


Evans, Samuel T.(Glamorgan) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes,Rt.Hn.Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson,Rt.Hn.Sir J(Manc’r. 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Findlay, Alex. (Lanark, N. E.) 
Finlay,SirR.B.(Inv’rn’ss B’ghs 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernen 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, P. 8S. (Warwick, S. W.) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 
Garfit. William 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon,Hn. J.E. (Elgin& Nairn 
| Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hn. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
—, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
| Greene, SirEW(B ry SEdm’nds 
Greene, H. D. (Shre wsbury) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 





| Greville, Hon. Ronald 
| Griffith, Ellis J. 
| Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 


Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG (Middx 
Hamilton, Marq. of(L’nd’nderry 
Hardy, Laurence(Kent,Ashf rd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 
Heath,SirJames(Staffords. NW 
Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Sir A.(Stafford, W. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
| Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
| Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Higham, John Sharp 
Hogg, Lindsay 
Hoult, Joseph 
Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
‘ Hudson, George BRickersteth 


Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas | 
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| Hunt, Rowland 
| Hutchinson, Dr. Chas. Fredk. 
| Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
| Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
| Johnson, John 
| Jones, William (Carnarvonsh.} 
| Kearley, Hudson E. 
| Kennaway, Rt. Hn. SirJohn H. 
| King, Sir Henry Seymour 
| Kitson, Sir James 
| Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Langley, Batty 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawson, John G. (Yorks. N.R.) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
| Lee, Arthur H(Hants.,Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
| Leveson-Gower,Frederick N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham? 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Bristol, 8.) 
Lowther, C. (Cumb. Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpoo! 
M‘Iver. Sir Lewis(EdinburghW 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 
Marks, Harry Hananel 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M 
Middlemore,JohnThrogmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hn. J. Scott (Hants.} 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morgan, J.Lloyd (Carmarthen) 


Morpeth, Viscount 
Morrell, George Herbert 


Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Moss, Samuel 

Moen, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 
| Murray, Col. Wyndham (Ba th) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newnes, Sir George 

O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Partington, Oswald 

Pease, Herb. Pike (Darlington) 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Percy, Earl 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Pirie, Dunean V. 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce- -Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 
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Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 

Richards, Thos. (W. Monm’th) 
Ridley, 8. Forde 

Ritchie, Rt.Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Aollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Runciman, Walter 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Sir H. S. (Limehouse) 
Samuel, HerbertL.(Cleveland) 
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Shipman, Dr. John G. | 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) | 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Smith, H.C.(North’mb.Tynesde | 


| Smith, RtHnJ Parker (Lanarks) | 
| Wharton, Rt. Hn. John Lloyd 
| Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
| Whiteley,H.(Ashton und.Lyne 


Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 


| Stanley, Rt. Hn. Lord (Lanes.) | 
| Stewart, Sir Mark J. M*Taggart 


Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 


| Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
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Walker, Col. William Hall 

Walrond, Rt. Hn Sir. William H 
Wason, John Catheart(Orkney) 
Welby, Lt.-Col.A.C.E (Taunton 
Welby,SirCharles G.E. (Notts.} 


Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, F. W. (Norfolk, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Sir W.H{( Yorks. } 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 





Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir 8. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 
Shackleton, David James 
Sharpe, William Edward T. | 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw-Stewart, Sir H (Renfrew) 


| Tuff, Charles 


Question, ‘That the clause stand part 
of the Bul,” put, and agreed to. 


Clauses 4 and 5 agreed to. 
Clause 6 :— 


Mr. FLYNN said that his Amend- 
nent ought to be received with sympathy 
by the Chancellor of the Exchequer. 
There was a great deal of parrot talk 
with reference to equality of taxation, 
but hon. Members might not be aware 
that tor half a century after the Union 
Ireland was exempted from the income- 
tax, In 1853 it was imposed for seven 
years; but more than fifty years had 
now elapsed ; and yet it had not been 
repealed, Both Sir Robert Peel and 
Lord Palmerston had declined to extend 
the income-tax to Ireland. Mr. Glad- 
stone, when Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
did. Lord Beaconsfield, however, spoke 
strongly against it; and his was ad- 
mittedly one of the first names in the 
litany of hon. Gentlemen opposite. 
Other Englishmen had also expressed 
similar opinions. The repeal of the tax 
would not involve any change in Cus- 
toms or Excise ; and he, therefore, hoped 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer would 
consider the question. Every penny 


| Thorburn, Sir Walter 

| Tollemache, Henry James 

| Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
| Tritton, Charles Ernest 


Tufnell, Lieut. 
| Tuke, Sir John Batty 


Wortley, Rt. Hon. C.B. Stuart 
Wylie, Alexander 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE Nogs—Sir 
Alexander Acland - Hood 
and Viscount Valentia. 


-Col. Edward 


Vincent, Col.Sir CE. H(Sheffield 


| Amendment proposed— 


‘Tn page 2, line 35, after the word ‘charged, 
to inseit the words ‘in Great Britain. 
(Wr. Flynn.) 


(Question proposed, “ That those words 
ke there inserted.” 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
'that on each clause, as it had been dis- 
cussed the Committee had been asked 
to accord to Ireland some advantage over 
the other parts of the United Kingdom. 
He had not been inclined to accept any 
other proposals, and it seemed to him 
that the income-tax payer had the least 
claim of all to preferential treatment. 
He could quite understand rich men 
living in Ireland if they could be exempt 
there from income-tax. Wealthy people 
would be inclined, perhaps, to put their 
fortunes in any refuge where they would 
| be free from taxation; but he could 
see no ground for granting this remission 
to rich men because they happened to live 
in Ireland. They had been told that 
one of the defects in the present financial 
'system as it affected Ireland was that 
/so small a portion of the taxation came 
from the direct taxpayers, and yet the 
/ hon. Member would have him abandon 
/the most important source of direct 
| taxation. 


taken out of the country in the form of | 


income-tax was a drain on Irish re- 
sources and on employment in Ireland. 


| Mr. O'MARA said the right hon. 
| Gentleman had repudiated the suggestion 
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and the plea that Ireland was entitled 
to any exemption or abatement, what- 
soever, but he could not expect the 
Irish Party to agree with him in that. 
They took their stand on the fact 
that by the Act of Union they were so 
entitled. The mght hon. Gentleman 
could not have it both ways. At the 
present time Ireland was exempt from 
the tax on armorial bearings and the 
house tax. They were either entitled 
to exemptions and abatements or they 
were not. If they were not why were 
they exempted in these two matters, and 
if they were entitled then the right hon. 
Gentleman’s argument did not hold 
good. He claimed that they were en- 
titled, and that the country was pressed 
down by the system of taxation forced 
upon it by Great Britain. It was not 
justice that a poor country like Ireland 
should be taxed in the same way as a 
rich country like Great Britain. Every- 
one in the House would acknowledge 
that the income-tax was one of the best 
tests of the capacity of a country to pay 
taxes, but while the proportion of income- 
tax paid was only one to thirty-two of that 
of Great Britain, in relation to taxa- 
tion as a whole it was one to fifteen. 
Ireland was so poor a country that 
some exemption should be granted from 
the heavy taxation under which even 
Englishmen were groaning. If her pro- 
portion of taxation were reduced to the 
ratio of one to thirty-two it would be 
only just and fair, and in accordance 
with what was contemplated under the 
Act of Union. 


THe ACTING CHAIRMAN (Mr. 
Wuirmore, Chelsea): The hon. Mem- 
ber is now repeating what he was saving 
when I called him to order. 


Mr. O'MARA said he would merely 
point out that the income-tax afforded 
one of the readiest means in existence of 
granting an abatement or exemption to 
Ireland. That country could be exemp- 
ted from the income-tax just as she was 
exempted from the house tax, and every 
Trish representative would rejoice if 
such an exemption were made. It was 
a striking fact that for fifty-three years 
after the Union there was no income-tax 
at all; it was first levied in England 
for the specific purpose of lightening 
the burdens on English industries, and 

Mr. O’ Mara. 
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Sir Robert Peel did not allow it to be 
extended to Ireland. At the time of the 
great famine a sum of £2,009,000 was 
granted to the people of Ireland to meet 
the ravages of the famine, and Mr. 
Gladstone proposed the imposition of an 
income-tax for a certain number of years 
to repay that money to the Imperial 
Exchequer. But the amount had been 
repaid over and over again and still the 
tax remained. On every possible ground, 
moral and economic, Ireland was 
entitled to exemption or an abatement. 


Mr. FIELD held that it could not be 
denied that the income-tax pressed with 
undue severity upon Ireland. Irishmen, 
however, objected not only to the tax 
itself but to the manner in which it was 
assessed. The whole subject, as it affected 
Ireland, deserved far more attention 
than it had hitherto received. In Eng- 
land there were local assessment com- 
mittees acting in conjunction with an 
official assessor, but in Ireland there was 
an official appointed by the Government 
upon whose valuation—— 


And, it being half-past Seven of the 
clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 

The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of 
the Chairman of Ways and Means from 
the remainder of this day's Sittings. 


Whereupon Mr. Jeffreys, the Deputy- 
Chairman, took the Chair as Deputy- 
Speaker, pursuant to the Standing Order. 


Committee report Progress: to sit 
again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 





FINANGE BILL. 
Considered in Committee 


(In the Committee.) 
{Mr. JErrreys (Hampshire, N.) in the 
Chair. | 
Clause 6 :— 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 39, after the word ‘ charged,’ 
to insert the words ‘in Great Britain. ”’— 
(Mr. Flynn.’ 
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Question again proposed, ‘* That those 
words be there inserted.” 


Mr. FIELD said he rose to support 
the Amendment because overtaxation 
in Ireland constituted an enormous 
commercial drain on the country. He 
called attention to the fact that the 
exemption that they now claimed was 
never questioned until half a century 
after the Act of Union, and even at the 
present moment there were taxes im- 
posed in England that were not levied 
in Ireland. With regard to the income- 
tax, various Chancellors of the Ex- 
chequer had always opposed its im- 
position in Ireland by reason of the fact 
that Ireland was a poor country. It 
was, in fact, imposed by Mr. Gladstone, 
“the wizard of finance,” as he was 
called, in 1853, and then it was only im- 
posed as a temporary tax for the purpose 
of paying off the Consolidated Loan of 
£4,500,000 which was required to es- 
tablish the Poor Law system in Ireland. 


Never since that time had the in- 
come-tax been remitted, although it 


was then understood, though it was 
never stated, that it was to be taken 
off at the end of seven years. 


He, himself, was in favour of direct 
rather than indirect taxation, but the 
difficulty in this case was that they had no 
means of judging the amount of indirect 
taxation that was paid in Ireland; they 
had no statistics of the duties on exports 
and imports on which to go, and they had 
never had a separate vote of credit 
for Ireland. Therefore they had been 
unable to judge the amount of indirect 
taxation. The only way they had of 
obtaining restitution from the Govern- 
ment in respect to over-taxation was by 
means of the incometax. The position 
he took up was that the condition of 
Ireland at the present time was infinitely 
worse than it was in 1853. They had 
less wealth and less population, and there- 
fore, from an economic point of view, 
were in an infinitely worse position now 
than then. The point of view he wished 
to put before the House was that this 
was not to be considered as a question 
of money alone: it must be considered 
from a wider point of view; it must be 
considered from the point of view of fair 
play in the administration of financial 
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matters between the two countries. 
When he imposed this tax Mr. Glad- 
stone made what was practically a 
declaration of policy when he said 
in this House that the income - tax 
was not to be looked upon as a 
permanent charge upon Ireland, but 
ras to be only regarded as a temporary 
measure imposed for the purposes of 
paying off the Consolidated Loan. He 
put it to the right hon. Gentleman that 
he had proved his case under the 
terms of the Union, and under the terms 
on which this tax was imposed on Ireland, 
and he appealed to the right hon. Member 
to say whether they had not at least 
justice on their side and solid common- 
sense reasons for claiming that its 
remission might be considered by the 
right hon. Gentleman. 
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He contended that the income-tax paid 
by Ireland was disproportionate in amount 
to that paid by England and Scotland 
because there was a difference in the valua- 
tion in England and Scotland. In those 
countries there was a system whereby 
local assessment committees assisted 
the Government Department in assessing 
the tax, but in Ireland the whole responsi- 
bility for the valuation was placed in the 
hands of a non-elective Commissioner 
from whom there was hardly any appeal. 
If the Valuation Bill now before the 
House was passed into law Ireland 
would be the poorer by £1,000,000 a 
year. He did not wish to make this a 
Party question, because it was a purely 
economic and financial question. It 
was upon a question of taxation that 
England lost America, and it was only 
by resisting the income-tax that they 
could bring before the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer their grievances. He trusted 
before this debate closed some hon. 
Gentlemen representing Ireland on the 
opposite side of the House, whose con- 
stituents suffered from the same griev- 
ance as the rest of Ireland, would join in 
the protest they were making against the 
overtaxation of Ireland. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
he had dealt with this question in half-a- 
dozen speeches already, and he could only 
say now that even if it was admitted 
that Ireland was overtaxed, and that a 
remedy must be found, it was not likely 
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that hon. Members would choose a/| the income-tax payers were the persons 
remedy that would relieve the well-to-do | who ought to pay most, but there was 
in Ireland while leaving the less well-to-do | no denying the fact that this was the 
to suffer from their present burdens. only way to resist taxation. 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT (Down, N.) said | 
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Mr. O’MARA said he was not as- 


the Ulster Members had not taken part 
in this campaign for the exemption of 
Ireland from taxation because they 
believed in the Imperial destinies of the 
United Kingdom, and were prepared 
to bear their share of its burdens. 


Mr. FIELD said when he advocated 
the remission of the income-tax he ad- 


mitted he preferred direct to indirect | 


taxation, but the only way in which 


| tonished at the remarks which fell from 

the hon. Member opposite for he and 
/many of those who sat with him, and 
/even two hon. Gentlemen who sat on 
the Treasury Bench, were the lineal 
descendants of the traitors who sold the 
blood of their countrymen as well as their 
country at the time of the Union. 


THE DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN : 


order ! 


Order, 


they could resist overtaxation in Ire- | 


land was by attacking the income-tax, 
because the statistics did not enable 


them to judge of the value of the export | 


and import duties. He agreed that 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 64; 
‘Noes, 162. (Division List No. 175.) 


AYES, 


Austin, Sir John Hayden, John 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Boland, John 

Burke, E. Haviland 

Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Crean, Eugene 
Cremer, William 
Delany, William 
Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway 
Dillon, John 

Dobbie, Joseph 


Johnson, John 
Jones, William 
Joyce, Michae} 


Lawson, Sir W 
Leigh, Sir Jose 
Lundon, W. 

MacNeill, John 
MacVeagh, Jer 


Randal 


M‘Hugh, Patri 
M‘Kean, John 


Hope, John De 


Kilbride, Denis 


M‘Fadden, Edward 


Patrick O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
ans (Fife, West) | Parrott, William 

| Power, Patrick Joseph 
(Carnarvonshire | Reddy, M. 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Roche, John 
| Roe, Sir Thomas 
| Slack, John Bamford 
| Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Sullivan, Donal 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 


ilfrid (Cornwall) | 
»ph 


Gordon Swift 
emiah 


ck A. 


Doogan, P. C. 

Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Findlay, Alex. (Lanark, N.E.) 


Nolan, Col. John P.(Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid.) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 


| White, Luke (York, E.R.) 

Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
| Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Young, Samuel 


Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Gilhooly, James 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Griffith, Ellis J. 


O'Dowd, John 
O'Malley, Willi 


O’Dennell, John (Mayo, 8.) 


O’ Mara, James 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 


am Patrick O’Brien. 


NOES. 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus Hen. Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster,Rt.Hn.Hugh O 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 


3ell, Richard 


Bigwood, Jam 
| Bond, Edward 


Brigg, John 


| Cameron, Rob 


Bignold, Sir Arthur 


Boustield, William Robert 


Bredrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Bull, William James 


Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 

es Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, ‘T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig, Chas. Curtis (Antrim. 8S.) 
Crombie, John William 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Davenport, William Bromley 


ert Dewar,SirT.R (TowerHamlets) 





Balfour, Rt.Hn.A. J.(Manch’r.) 
Balfour, RtHnGeraldW (Leeds) 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 


Mr, Austen Chamberlain, 


| Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 


Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 


| Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J.A( Wore. 


Chapman, Edward 
Cheetham, John Frederick 


ee Pan eg teen 


Dickson, Charles Scott 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
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Dyke, Rt.Hn.Sir William Hart 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fellowes, Rt. Hn. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, Rt.Hn.Sir J.(Manc’r 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay,SirR.B.(Inv’rn’ss B’ghs 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edw. Algernon 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, P. S. (Warwick, S.W.) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin & Nairn 
Gordon, Maj Evans (T’r H’mlets 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, SirEW.(BrySEdn’ncs 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs.) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Gurdon, Sir W Brampton 
Hamilton, Marq.of(L’nd’nderry 
Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 

Heath, SirJames (Staffords. NW 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford, W. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Higham, John Sharp 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J.F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Kennaway,Rt.Hn.Sir John H. 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt.Hn. Col. W. 
Kerr, John 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 


Mr. J. 





H. LEWIS rose to 
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Langley, Batty 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawson, John G. (Yorks. N.R. 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, 8.) 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis (Edinburgh, W 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore,John Throgmorton 
Montagu, Hn. J. Scott (Hants.) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald fF 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herbert P. (Darlington) 
Percy, Earl 

Philipps, John Wynford 
Pirie, Duncan V. 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renwick, George 

Richards, Thos.(W.Monmouth) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
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Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpoo\ 
Sackville, Col. 8S. G. Stopford 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W,) 
Shackleton, David James 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Smith, H.C( North’ mb.Tyneside 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Rt. Hn. Lord (Lancs.) 
Stock, James Henry 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Thornton, Percy M. 

Tillett, Louis John 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Tuff, Charles 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt.Hn.Sir William H 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C.E.(Taunton 
Welby. Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts.) 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton und.Lyne 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, F. W. (Norfolk, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd. SirW. H.( Yorks.) 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wylie, Alexander 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEsS—Sir 
Alexander Acland - Hood 
and Viscount Vale itia. 


move ,a man who could afford to keep two 





an Amendment to extend the principle | 


of graduated income-tax. His proposal 
was that the rate in respect of incomes 
between £1,000 and £2,000 should be 1s., 
£700 up to £1,000, 10d.; £600 to £700, 
Yd.; £500 to £600, 8d. ; £400 to £500, 
td. ; £300 to £400, 4d. ; and £200 to £300, 
2d. The object he had in view was to 
have a debate upon the graduation of 
the income-tax. This was by no means 
the first time that this question had been 
raised in the House of Commons. He 
could assure the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer that a very large number of the 
members of his own Party outside the 
House were keenly interested in this 
matter, and if he saw the letters he 
received irom Conservatives and Unionists 
who were in favour of this graduation 
he would be surprised. The principle 
had become an integral part of our 
fiscal policy, and he wished to see it 
carried further. Mr. Pitt once said that 





carriages should be charged on each at a 
higher rate than the man who could 
only afford one. That was a sound and 
equitable principle of taxation, but it 
was not put into operation until the 
passing of Sir William Harcourt’s Estate 
Duty Act. The burden of taxation 
under the present system pressed more 
heavily upon the poor than upon the 
rich. When taxes were high the rich 
man had only to deprive himself of 
comforts and luxuries, but the poor man 
under those circumstances would have to 
deprive himself not only of comforts, but 
also of necessaries. He held that Customs 
duties were paid by persons of smalli 
means in greater proportion to their 
incomes than persons of large means. 
The Government had been asked to 
levy an ad valorem duty upon tea, 
tobacco, and the different classes oi 
wines. At the present time they levied 
exactly the same duty upon the cheapes.s 
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kind of tea, tobacco, and wines as they 
did upon the most expensive kinds, 
notwithstanding the enormous difference 
in the cost. Some change in this respect 
was absolutely necessary in order to 
adjust the pressure of taxation. Sir 
William Harcourt said— 

“Tf a tax is to be maintained at a high 
figure it is necessary that we should make 
some attempt to adjust its pressure so as to 
make it less intolerable to those least able to 
bear it. Everybody must agree that the 
pressure of the income-tax is most severe 
upon the class of men of smali and moderate 
incomes.” 


Finance 


The right hon. Gentleman the Member 
tor West Bristol had declared that if 
the income-tax was to be maintained 
at anything like the high rate it was at 
when he spoke, it would be absolutely 
necessary to make some further 
change in the incidence of that taxa- 
tion. Some hon. Members held that 
the Estate Duty Act had redressed the 
inequality between the taxation of the 
man of small income and the man of 
large income. But at the time of the 
passing of the Estate Duty Act the 
yield of the income-tax was £17,000,000, 
whereas it was about £30,000,000 now, 
so that in order to redress the balance 
a new estate duty must be passed or a 
graduated system of income-tax estab- 


lished. 


They had repeatedly asked that this 
question should be inquired into by a 
Committee. He could not see what 
earthly harm it would do to the Govern- 
ment to have this question of the inci- 
dence of taxation inquired into by an 
impartial Committee. He asked the 
Prime Minister last year whether he 
would not appoint such a Committee 
or make it one of the terms of reference 
to the Departmental Committee already 
appointed, and he replied that anybody 
with ordinary industry could ascertain 
the facts for himself. So far as his own 
industry went, he could say that the 
present system of levying income-tax was 
outrageous. ‘The hon. Member for Cleve- 
land had made some very industrious in- 
vestigations, and his conclusion was that 
what the working man paid was equiva- 
lent to an income-tax of ls. 7d. in the £, 
and that statement had never been con- 
tradicted upon any official authority. 
He thought it was simply monstrous 

Mr. J. H. Lewis, 
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that men receiving £800, £8,000, or 
£80,000 should, so far as the income-tax 
was concerned, be paying exactly at 
the same rate. He thought the time 
had come for the extension of a principle 
which had been admitted on all hands 
to be sound and equitable. The question 
was, How was that principle to be ex- 
tended, how far was the operation to 
proceed, and what were the difficulties 
in the way ? Sir William Harcourt had 
occasion to consider the question of a 
graduated income-tax in 1894, and he 
said— 

“TI shall be asked the question if you are 
graduating the income-tax down on the lower 
scale, why not graduate it up on the larger 
incomes in proportion. There is nothing to 
be said against such a system ; indeed, there is 
every argument in its favour. The difficulties 
which lie in the way are of an administrative 
and practical nature which, as yet, L have not 
been able to find means to overcome.” 


What were the difficulties which so 
far had been raised to a graduated 
income-tax ¢ First of all, they were told 
that there was the difficulty of testing 
the aggregation of a man’sincome. With 
regard to the individual himself, he 
thought there would be no difficulty in 
aggregating his income. If he did not 
know what his income was he ought 
to know. They compelled 
thousands of people to aggregate their 
incomes in order to secure remissions. 
If that could be done in regard to small 
incomes why could it not be done in 
regard to larger incomes? The poor 
people had to do it, and why should there 
be any difficulty in aggregating larger 
incomes? As to testing the aggrega- 
tion of incomes that was a task which did 
not present any insuperable difficulties. 
A man, for instance, might present his 
list of investments and the income he 
derived from them. How were they 
to test the correctness of that aggrega- 
tion / His income would either consist 
of profits he derived from business or from 
investments. So far as the profits from 
business were concerned, the Inland 
Revenue authorities had just as full 
information now as they could reasonably 
expect to possess. It was their business 
to ascertain what the profits from a 
man’s business amounted to now, and 
there would be no greater difficulty in 
testing that in the future than in the 
So far as income derived from 
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banks and companies were concerned, 
there would be no difficulty whatever 
on the part of Somerset House in test- 
ing the returns, because they had there 
the lists of shareholders. The Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer shook his head, 
but he could not see any insuperable 
difficulty im making an alphabetical 
list, which would only mean the employ- 
ment of unskilled clerical labour of the 
lowest description, and there would be 
less difficulty about it than in compiling 
the London Directory. The work was 
of a purely clerical character, and he 
hoped the right hon. Gentleman would 
state in what respect there would be any 
great difficulty in testing the aggre- 
gation of a man’s income so far as 
Somerset House was concerned. 


He recognised, however, the force of 
the objection which was entertained by 
hon. Members on both sides of the House 
that the present system of taxing the 
profits at the source was far more con- 
venient than a system{of aggregation of 
incomes, although he did not say that 
that objection was insuperable. He had 
some observations to make upon that. In 
the first place he thought it was desirable 
that people should know when they were 
taxed, and he was afraid that there was 
a good deal of extravagance due to the 
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fact that people did not realise that they | 


were taxed. In the of indirect 
taxation many people did not realise 
that they were being taxed. He thought 
it would be a very good thing if the 
smaller income-tax payers were obliged 
to aggregate their incomes, and a system 
of directly graduated taxation would 
in the end be far more just to the in- 
dividual taxpayer. He recognised the 
difficulties in the way of abolishing 
the collection of the tax at the source, 
for they were very serious, and very 
strong objections were entertained to it 
on both sides of the House. He was 
not, however, at 
objections were insuperable, but they 
did exist. He wished to draw attention 
t» the Amendment on the Paper standing 


case 


in the name of the hon, Member for) 


Elland, 


which entirely obviated the 


difficulty of collecting the tax at itssource. | 
His hon. friend the Member for Elland | 
had an Amendment on the Paper pro- | 


posing a different scheme of graduation, 
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and he would not, therefore, press his 
own Amendment. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN asked 
whether it would not be for the con- 
venience of the Committee to take the 
whole discussion on one of the Amend- 
ments. 


THE DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN said it 
would, but he had understood the hon. 
Member was going t» move his Amend- 
ment, otherwise his speech was out of 
order. 


Mr. J. H. LEWIS said that in that 
case he would move the Amendment of 
his hon. friend, namely, that the income- 
tax should be 10d., and that persons with 
incomes between £5,000 and £10,000 
should pay an additional penny, and 
with incomcs of over £10,000 an addi- 
tional 2d. It was unnecessary for him to 
add very much to what he had already 
said with reference to this Amendment. 
He hoped the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer would feel that this question, 
which came up annually, deserved the 
careful consideration of the Government. 
It was felt by a large number of persons 
outside the House that the present 
incidence of the income-tax was not just, 
and that a greater share of the national 
burdens should fall on those who were 
receiving incomes of £5,000, £10,000, and 
£20,000 a year than was the case at the 
present time. That, after all, was the 
vital question which underlay this 
Amendment. Would the Government 
take its courage in both hands and 
make these great incomes bear a fair 
share of the national burdens? He did not 
want to see any class of the community 
casting off any portion of its fair share 


of taxation, but he felt that the present 


|man ¢ an. 
all sure that those | ™#" and ma 


incidence of this tax was not equitable 
as between class and class, or between 
He trusted that next 
year they would see an advance made 
in the direction he had indicated. He 
begged to move. 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words 
one shilling’ stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R.,, 
Elland) said the object which his hon, 
2T 
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friend and himself had was very much 
the same, although the two Amendments 
proposed different methods. They were 
constantly told in this connection that 
the avthorities at the Treasury, and all 
past Chancellors of the Exchequer, 
were against them. In the last debate 
on the subject the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer cited the avthority of Mr. 
Gladstone against the graduation of the 
income-tax, but it must be remembered 
that in Mr. Gladstone’s time the income- 
tax held a very different position in 
national finance to what it did now. 
Then it was a small and temporary tax, 
regarded as an emergency war tax; now 
it was the pillar of our national finance, 
standing at 1s. in peace time with no 
apparent prospect of reduction. No 
doubt the official view of the Treasury 
was at present against the practicability 
of the graduation of the income-tax, but 
that opinion had hitherto been generally 
based on the impossibility of breaking 
up the present system of collection at 
the source. He was glad, therefore, 


his hon. friend had accepted his Amend- | 


ment, the proposal of which was to leave 
the income-tax as it was now, except 
that it should be considerably reduced, 
but that, over and above the present 
tax, there should be an extra tax on 
large incomes levied on certain indi- 
viduals who would have to state their 
incomes and declare them as they were, 
in some cases, declared at the present 
time. 

He should like to deal with a few 
of the objections which had been brought 
forward. The right hon. 


incomes to declare those incomes was 


inquisitorial, and that consequently it | 


would lead to considerable irritation. 
It was worth while considering that part 
of the income-tax at present was levied 
on incomes which were arrived at by 
inquisition. In the case of Schedule D 
declarations had to be made as to pro- 
fessional incomes. The Chancellor in 


the speech he made recently quoted an | 


informant who said he was amazed at 
the evasions that occurred in arriving 
at the incomes under Schedule D, yet 
that was not given as a reason for de- 
claring that income-tax should not be 
imposed on those incomes. It was true 


, Mr Trevelyan 
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said that to require men with large | 
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‘that any system of taxation requiring 
this kind of declaration would cause 
irritation among the people who had to 
declare their incomes ; but the unpopu- 
larity and inconvenience would be less 
in their case than the present heavy tax 
was on people of very small incomes, 
wh» were suffering very severely under 
the taxation, and whom they wished to 
relieve by this proposal. 


The Chancellor of the Exchequer relied 
most on theargument thatit wasnot worth 
while undertaking the graduation of the 
income-tax, because as a matter of fact 
there would be a very small increase of 
revenue from it. Of course, it was a 
more or Jess speculative question how 
much revenue would be raised, and he 
did not want to go into the figures with 
the view of disputing them. They were 
speculative figures, even although drawn 
up by Treasury officials. The right hon. 
Gentleman came to the conclusion that 
a moderate graduated income-tax would 
result in an increase of £3,000,000 gross 
revenue, realising altogether £1,500,000 
net revenue, and he asked the House 
whether it was worth while raising that 
amount from a tax of this kind, It was 
worth while mentioning that in so far 
as the income-tax was an emergency tax 
in case of war—to take the best concrete 
instance—it was obvious that we might 
place a heavy tax on big incomes in time of 
national necessity, and, therefore, it need 
not be assumed that for purposes of neces- 
sity a great deal more than £1,500,000 
could not be got. Taking the calculation 
of the right hon. Gentleman as showing 
the ordinary normal advantage which 
we could get from a graduated income- 
| tax he held that £1,500,000 increase was 
not so despicable. He believed that that 
was a very moderate estimate; but, 
even so, it was an amount worth having 
‘if they could get it in this legitimate 
and desirable way. 


The real importance of the proposal lay 
| in the general feeling which was growing 
up against the high income-tax as it 
| was. The last time the question was 
debated in the House some very strong 
things were said about the tax standing 
at a shilling in time of peace, and it 
was stated that unless some effort was 
|made to reform the incidence of this 
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tax it would create  well-merited 
resentment in the country. The 


remedy suggested was indirect taxa- 
tion, because it would not be felt. To | 
his own mind that threw an interesting 
light on the action of the present Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer in dealing with 
the question of a graduated income-tax. 
The graduation of the income-tax was | 
one of the alternatives to protective 
taxation, one of the alternatives to the 
indirect taxation which existed now, | 
and to the indirect taxation proposed | 
by fiscal reformers. The action of the | 
present Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
been peculiar compared to that of his two 
predecessors. They had practically on 
two successive occasions given a promise 
to the House that when the investigation 
was made by the Committee appointed 
to look into various matters connected 
with the income-tax the question of the | 
practicability of graduation should also | 
be included. 





Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: As 
a matter of fact my predecessor did 
not promise that. It was alleged the | 
other day in the House that he did | 
promise it. | 


Mr. TREVELYAN said he practically 
promised it. He did not give a definite 
promise, but the right hon. Member for 
West Bristol did so. 


| 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 1) 
thought the hon. Member was referring | 
to my immediate predecessor, the right 
hon, Gentleman the Member for Croydon. 


Mr. TREVELYAN said the occasion 
to which he was referring was when the 
right hon. Member for Croydon was 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, and when 
the right hon. Member for West Bristol 
was going to act as Chairman of the Com- 
mittee appointed to inquire into questions 
concerning the income-tax. On that 
occasion his hon. friend withdrew an 
Amendment similar to that which he 
had on the Paper that day because the 
right hon. Member for West Bristol gave 
the House to understand that he would 
raise no objection to the question of 
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graduation being inquired into by that 
Committee. The right hon. Member 
for Croydon did not indicate that he 
would refuse to allow that question to 
be sent to the Committee. These two 
right hon. Gentlemen, holding the Trea- 
sury view that graduation was practically 
undesirable, had both admitted that the 
question ought to be inquired into, but 
neither of them had banned graduation 
as a thing which was undesirable in itself 
if only it could be proved to be practi- 
cable. The present Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had taken abundant oppor- 


tunity and trouble to prove that gradua- 


tion was undesirable, not dealing with 
the question of practicability. He was 
hostile to the proposal, and probably 


saw that the more effective was the 
taxation of luxuries the less chance 
would there be for taxation of food. He 
begged to second that Amendment. 

Amendment proposed— 

“In page 2, line 36, to leave out 
the words, ‘one shilling,” and insert tue 
words, ‘tenpence, and every person whose 


total income from all sources upon which 
income-tax is now paid exceeds five thousand 
pounas snall pay an additional tax upon the 
following scale :—Incomes over five thousand 
pounds up to ten thousand pounds at the rate 
of one penny; incomes over ten thousand 
pounds at the rate of twopence.’ ”"—(. Mr. J. H/. 


| Lewis.) 


| 

| Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
| When the hon. Gentleman took upon 
| 


himself to explain the thoughts that 
influenced his actions, he travelled into 
a region of speculation far removed from 
the truth and the subject before the 
Committee. The subject of the gradua- 
tion of the income-tax was interesting, 
but not novel. He had often heard 
it discussed, and if he continued to have 
the honour of a seat in the House he 
would probably hear it discussed in 
future, and in some happy distant time 
leaders of the Party sitting opposite 
would be defending the attitude now 
taken by himself, and pointing out the 
impracticability of the proposal. To 
the hon. Member who moved the Amend- 
ment he would say that the possibility 
of evasion and of deliberate fraud was 
extended with every extension given 
to the voluntary assessment of inili- 
viduals for the tax. The smooth working 
of the gigantic financial engine depended 
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on the tax being collected automatically, | 
and the yield of the tax had steadily | 
increased since the adoption of the 
practice of collection at its source with 
less dependence on individual payers. 
All his predecessors had taken the view 
that it was undesirable to disturb that | 
practice. 

The proposal of the hon. Member 
for Elland was one to reduce the con- 
tribution of the direct taxpayer to the 
expenditure of the State. This would 
mean the reduction of the revenue for 
the present year, and the contribution 
would have to be made good out of 
indirect sources of taxation. The sug- 
gestion also was that a fresh impost should 
be placed upon every one who was in 
possession of an income over £5,000, A! 
proposal of this kind must fulfil at least 
three conditions—(1) that such a scheme 
should be possible and feasible; (2) 
that it should produce a_ substantial 
gain to the revenue; (5) that this gain 
should be purchased at a_ reasonable 
cost of inconvenience and trouble, not 
merely to the revenue authorities, but 
to the general bodies of taxpayers. He 
did not believe that this plan would fulfil 
in practice any one of these conditions. 


Yhe opinion of his predecessors had been , 


One hon. Member had 


referred to. 


stated that his right hon. friend the | 


Member for Croydon had pledged himself 
to refer this question to a Committee 
for inquiry. That was not the case. 
He had the authority of his mght hon. 
friend the Member for Croydon for saying 
that he was not in favour of graduation, 
and did not intend to refer the question 
to the Committee that was to have been 
appointed by him. He admitted that 
the right hon. Member for West Bristol 
did at one point of the session of 1902 
contemplate a reference of this question 
to a Committee, but no opinion of his 
would be found indicating that the pro- 
posal was either practicable or possible. 
These opinions were not confined to 
one side of the House. The late Sir 
William Harcourt said that he had 
carefully considered the subject, and had 
arrived at the conclusion that there. 
could not be a graduated income-tax un- 
less the whole sources of income were 
inquired into, and that would be so un- 
popular that it could not be maintained. 


Mr, Austen Chamberlain. 
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The right hon. Member for West Bristol 


-was equally strong in his opposition 


to graduation. He concurred with the 


| view of the late Sir William Harcourt that 


to call on every one to declare his income 
would be to make just that kind of in- 
quisition into private affairs which had 
the income-tax from being 
adopted in many foreign countries, 
while it would be certain to destroy our 
power to maintain it in this country. 


A calculation which he submitted 
to the Committee last year showed 
that a moderate graduation would only 
produce a very moderate result. The 
income-tax affected a great deal of 
movable property ; and if the tax were 
graduated to the amount which had 
been suggested, there would be an enor- 
mous inducement on persons to remove 
their income outside the area of taxation. 
There was a great deal of income that 
could be treated in that way without 
any fraudulent evasion, but by legitimate 
measures, | OPPOSITION cries of 
“How ¢”] People could remove their 
property abroad and so escape the tax. 
It would be quite impossible to aggregate 
accurately the incomes of these persone, 
while the hon. Member allowed nothing 
for the cost of creating a new system 
of collection and a new procedure by 
which this additional revenue was to 
be collected under the new method of 
assessment. If the tax were doubled, 
and the maximum raised to 2s., it would 
result in nothing but infinite disturbance 
and dislocation to business, in addition 
to great friction between the revenue 
officials and the citizens from whom the 
tax was collected. It would be an 
inadequate return for all the sacrifices 
which had to be made in the so-called 
interest of relief to the taxpayer, while it 
would afford no consolation for the 
disturbance that would be created. He 
admitted that an income-tax of a shilling 
was too high in a time of peace, and he 
was anxious to lower it. But it was by 
lowering, and not by tampering with 


_the methods of its collection that they 


could remove inequalities and injustices, 
and so make the tax, as it should be, a 
great and convenient instrument in our 
national finance, capable of rapid, almost 
instantaneous, expansion in aziy great 
emergency. 
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Mr. SYDNEY 
his hon. friend did not profess that the 
particular scheme of graduation he had 
submitted was ideally perfect. What 
was wanted was that the House should 
agree to the principle of graduation. He, 
himself, had never concealed his opinion 
that there was very great difficulty in 
graduating the income-tax beyond a 
certain figure ; but in the last few years 
opinion on the subject had advanced 
considerably, and he believed that there 
was now a general feeling, both in the 
House and in the country, that there 
ought to be a practical inquiry into the 
question whether, assuming the principle 
of graduation, it could be carried out in 
detail with due regard to the income-tax 
as a great engine of finance. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had quoted 
Mr. Gladstone as being against the 
principle of a graduated income-tax ; 
but he would point out that the right 
hon. Member for West Bristol had 
pledged himself to an inquiry into this 
matter. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
that his right hon. friend the Member for 
West Bristol had, he believed, changed 
his attitude in regard to this question. 
When he contemplated the reference of 
the matter to a Committee, the right 
hon. Gentleman explained that he himself 
did not believe in the graduation of the 
icome-tax. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said he 
admitted that the late Chancellor of 
the Exchequer had always said that he 
did not see how a graduated income-tax 
could be carried out practically, but that 
he did think that it would be of advantage 
that a Committee should be appointed 
to make full inquiry into the matter. 
That was also the position taken up by 
his right hon. friend the Member for 
Berwick. 


Sir GEORGE BARTLEY (Islington, 
N.) said he always had taken a con- 
siderable interest in this subject. Pre- 
vious to the passing of the Death Duties 
Act he felt that the poor paid a larger 
share than the rich of taxation, and 
that that was inevitable under the 


{23 May 19)5} 
BUXTON said that | 


Bil’. 


present system. The hon. Gentleman who 
seconded the Amendment had made a 
somewhat aggressive attack upon rich 
people. He was not one of them himself. 
but he did not think this question should 
be approached with the idea of attacking 
people who flung away money in luxuries. 
The real question was, What would be the 
effect of a graduated income-tax on the 
Exchequer? That was a point which 
should be very carefully gone into. He 
had got a Return which threw a good deal 
of light on the subject. Under Schedule D 
there were half a million of people 
whose incomes ranged from £150 up to 
£50,000, and there was the startling fact 
that those who had a gross income of 
£50,000 and upwards were only fifteen 
in number, 


1219 


Mr. DILLON asked if the hon. Gentle- 
man would tell the Committee how these 
aggregates were arrived at. 


Str GEORGE BARTLEY said it was 
the Return of those who were assessed under 
Schedule D of the income-tax in 1901. 
It was quite true that those persons 
might have other sources of income be- 
sides that included under Schedule D. 
Now the gross income of those persons 
tabulated in the Return amounted to 
only £1,500,000, and if they were to tax 
those persons who had over £50,000 
another shilling, it would simply yield 
£70,000 or £80,000 more, so that 
unless they put on a very high diifer- 
ential tax the Exchequer would only 
receive a comparatively small sum. 
If any graduated system were tried the 
tax on large incomes would have to be 
made so large to get in any return as to 
amount practically to confiscation. Aiter 
all, the men who made large incomes 
had made the country rich and pros- 
perous and provided employment for 
the people, and he could not think it 
would be wise or politic to make it almost 
a crime for a man to be successful in 
business. He agreed that it was 
most desirable that all those who were 
rich should contribute handsomely and 
liberally to the taxation of the country, 
but if they took the whole income of 
every person over £50,000 referred to 
he had mentioned, 


in the schedule 
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they would not receive an amount tioned with incomes of more than £50,000 


equal to what a one shilling tax pro- 
duced upon incomes of £160 to £200 a 
year. From the standpoint of public 
policy it was not advisable to discourage 
men from beivg successful in trade and 
commerce. 


The whole question of taxation 
and the burden of the income-tax 
were subjects which required careful 
consideration. To his mind the burden 
was enormous at the bottom of the 
scale. He felt that the great increase 
in the expenditure of the country was 
a matter of very great concern. He 
was not so much concerned about the 
burden of the rich as those who were 
at the bottom of the scale who paid in- 
come-tax on incomes of £160 to £200, 
for these were the men who paid more 
taxation in proportion to income 
than any other class. He thought, 
however, the payment of income - tax 
was a matter that needed inquiry. In 
many cases people paid in an unfair 
proportion. Further, he had always 
advocated that there should be a separ- 
ation between spontaneous and industrial 
income. In his opinion the tax would 
not be made fairer by the introduction 
of a graduated system, which would, 
he believed, be so irritating as to render 
the collection of the tax almost impos- 
sible; but by careful adjustment it 
might be made simply a tax upon in- 
come, which it was not always now, 
and a different scale might be intro- 
duced for persons who earned their 
income by their labour and for those 
who received their income from inherited 
property. He would hail with  satis- 
faction an inquiry into this question, 
which he had so many times solicited from 
different Chancellors of the Exchequer. 


Mr. McKENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) 
said the hon. Member who had just sat 
down had used certain figures without 
apparently understanding what their 
meaning was. He had told the House 
that in the Returns for income-tax only 
fifteen persons were given out of nearly 
half a million as persons who enjoyed 
incomes of over £50,000 a year. If he 
looked through the list of Members of 
the House of Commons he would find a 
far greater number than be had men- 


Sir George Bartley. 


a year, and if he looked through the 
list of the Members of the other House, 
‘he would find a still larger number. 


Sir GEORGE BARTLEY: 


trade. 


Not in 


Mr. McKENNA said that outside 
the Houses of Parliament there were 
many more persons with incomes of more 
than £50,000 a year. The figure which 
the hon. Member had given was so 
obviously false that he was surprised —— 


Str GEORGE BARTLEY said that 
he never said that was the total number 
of persons with incomes over £50,000 a 
year. All he said was that that was 
the number given in the column he had 
quoted, and that it might be accepted as 
a fair proportion. 


Mr. McKENNA: What was the use 
of taking figures which did not represent. 
the total number of rich persons and 
saying that if their incomes were taxed 
under a graduated system they would 
only get a sum equivalent to a tax of 
one shilling on the smaller incomes ? He 
was surprised that the hon. Member had 
brought those figures forward. 


Upon one point he thought the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer’s memory was a 
little at fault. There had been an implied 
promise by the late Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer that the subject of graduation ot 
income-tax should be submitted to the 
Committee. He remembered some time 
ago the hon. Member for Flintshire 
moving an Amendment in favour of 
graduating the income-tax, and the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for West 
Bristol on that occasion said he 
would be willing to act as Chairman of 
that Committee, and upon that statement 
his hon. friend withdrew his Amendment. 
It was understood that the graduation 
of the income-tax was to form part of 
the discussion upon that Committee. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Croydon was then in the House, 
and although it was perfectly true that 
that right hon. Gentleman did not get up 
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and say that he agreed that this subject 
should be included in the discussions of 
the Committee, he allowed his hon. 
friend the Member for Flintshire to with- 
draw his Amendment under the belief that 
the subject was going to be discussed. 
Therefore, it was entirely out of the 
question for the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer to allege that a promise had not 
been given that the subject of the gradua- 
tion of the income-tax should be sub- 
mitted to the proposed Committee. 
The principle of graduation had been 
admitted by the House over and over 
again. What they complained of was 
that, while the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer brought forward reasons to 
show that the particular form of gradua- 
tion proposed would not work from the | 
point of view of raising revenue, he was 
not entitled to refuse to give them the 
benefit of seeing if a Committee could 
not find some way in which the 
principle could be worked. 
obvious that there were various ways. 
They might tax an income either 
on its receipt or expenditure. Why 
not place a heavier duty upon inhabited 
houses, estimating the amount of every 
person’s income upon the amount he paid 
in house rent? That system would 
admit of extension to any degree. As 
a matter of fact, with rare exceptions, 
most people spent upon house rent in 
a reasonable proportion to their incomes. 
It they put a graduated tax upon house 
rent they would be putting a very fair 
tax upon the expenditure of rich men 
who would be taxed in respect of all 
their houses, and in this way they might 
arrive at some form of the graduation 
suggested. He agreed with the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer that if they had 
to assess their own incomes the assess- 
ment they would make would probably 
be very moderate ones, but in the case 
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| of expenditure there was no means of dis- 





It was | 


| was moved. 





guising it, and they would only have to 
hit upon certain items in order to get at 
the man who spent a great deal. Con- 
sequently the men who spent most 


| would be taxed most. 


The hon. Member who spoke last argued 
as if the very rich man should not be taxed 
more than the poor man. In fact, he seemed 
to think that the rich ought to be exempt 
because they were the foundation of the 
wealth of the country, and the means 
of providing a good deal of employment 
for the people. In his opinion, if the rich 
were taxed more there would be just 
as much labour employed as at present. 
The argument of the employment of 
labour as applied to the rich man was 
absolutely fallacious. The object of 
a graduated system was to take more 
from those who did not feel the burden 
of taxation in order to relieve those who 
did feel it most keenly. The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer had not treated this 
Amendment in the spirit in which it 
Their object was to impress 
upon the House the need for some alter- 
ation in their system of taxation which 
would enable a larger proportion to be 
borne by the very rich classes. He 
thought this was a question which ought 
to be submitted to a Committee upstairs, 
and although he agreed that individual 
assessment was not the best form, never- 
theless he should vote for this Amend- 
ment because this was the only means 
by which they could force upon the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer the need for 
this great subject being discussed. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 188 ; 
Noes, 136. (Division List No. 176.) 


AYES. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, AugustusHenry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold- Forster, Rt.Hn. Hugh O 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hn.Sir H. 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 





Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander | 
Balearres, Lord | 
Balfour, Rt.Hn.A.J.(Manch’r.) | 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds) | 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George | Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John, 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 


Bigwood, James 

| Bill, Charles 

| Bingham, Lord 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles, Lt.-Col. H.F (Middles’x 


| Brotherton, Edward Allen 
| Brymer, William Ernest , 
| Bull, William*James , 
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Campbell, J.H.M.(DublinUniv. 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J. (Birm.) 
Chamberlain, RtHn.J.A.(Worc. 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig, Chas. Curtis (Antrim, 8.) 
Cross, Herb.Shepherd (Boiton) 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, Wm. Bromley 
Denny, Colonel 

Dewar,SirT.R (TowerHamlets) 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, Rt.Hn. Sir JosephC. 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hn. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Dyke, Rt.Hn.Sir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hn. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fellowes, Rt Hn. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt.Hn.SirJ.(Manc’r) 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, SirR.B.(Inv’rn’ssB’ghs) 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edw. Algernon 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, P. S. (Warwick, 8. W.) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, Maj.Evans(T’r H’mlets 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Greene,SirE. W (B’rySEdm nds 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs. 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allen, Charles P 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 

Benn, John Williams 
Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Brown, G. M. (Edinburgh) 
Burke, E. Haviland 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 
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Pease, Herbert P. (Darlington) 
Percy, Earl 
Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Randles, John S. 
Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 
Ridley, 8. Forde 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Royds, Clement Molyneux) 
Rutherford, W. Bays (Liverp: ol) 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford 
Sadler, Col. ~ Shae Alexander 
Paces Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Chas. Hilton (Lincoln) 
Sharpe, William Edward 1. 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Smith,HC.( North’ mb. Tynesice 
Smith, RtHnJ. Parker (Lanarks 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
| Stanley, Rt. Hn. — (Lancs.) 
' Stirling. Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxtet!) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. . 
Tuff, Charles 
Vincent,Col.SirCEH (Sheffic!) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt.Hn.Sir William: H. 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C.E (Taunton 
Welby,SirCharles G.E. (Notts.) 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton und.Lyne 
Wilson, A.Stanley (York, E.R.) 
| Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, SirW.H. (Yorks.) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart 
Wylie, Alexander 
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Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hamilton, Marq.of(L’nd’nderry 
Hardy, Laurence (Kent, Ashf’rd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, SirJames(Staffords.N.W 
Heaton, John Henniker 

| Helder, Augustus 

| Henderson, “Sir A.(Stafford, W. ) 
| Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hope, J. F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Kennaway,Rt.Hn. Sir John H. 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt.Hon.Col. W. 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

Kimber, Sir Henry 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Sir Joseph (Monm’ th 
Lawson,John Grant (Yorks.NR 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hants., Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Bristol,S. 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver, SirLewis(Edinburgh, W 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Ceci] 

Marks, Harry Hananel 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Montagu, Hn.J. Scott (Hants.) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William 

Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 











' Cheetham, John Frederick 
! Churchill, 





O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens ‘TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Nir 

Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) Alexander Acland - Hood 

Parkes, Ebenezer and Viscount Valentia. 
NOES 


Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
8.) Duncan, J. Hastings 
Ellice,CaptEC(S Andrw’sB’ghs 
Emmott, Alfred 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Fenwick, Charles 

Field, William 

Findlay, Alex. (Lanark, N.E.) 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 


Caldwell,” James 
Cameron, Robert 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 
Cawley, Frederick 


Winston Spencer 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway 
Dillon, John 

Dobbie, Joseph 
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Harcourt, Lewis 

Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharp 
Hobhouse, C.E.H. (Bristol, E.) 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Johnson, John 

Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kilbride, Denis 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Levy, Maurice 

Lioyd-George, David 

Lundon, W. 

MacNeill, John Gordon Switt 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M‘Crae, George 

M’Fadden, Edward 

M’Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 


Mr. 


that 





McCRAE, in moving to provide 


all incomes under Schedule D, de- 


{23 May 1905} 


Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Moss, Samuel 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid.) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’ Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O'Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Parrott, William 

Partington, Oswald 

Pearson, Sir Weetmau D 
Philipps, John Wyntford 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

teddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
tichards, Thos. (W.Monm’uth 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

tunciman, Walter 
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Samuel, Herb. L. (Cleveland) 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Slack, John Bamford 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Thomas, A. (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, Sir A.(Glamorgan, E.} 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thomas, J A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Toulmin, George 

Ure, Alexander 

Villiers, Ernest Amherst 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.RB.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, F. W. (Norfolk, Mid.) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W. R. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Woodhonse,SirJT (Hudd’rsfi'd 


Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors—Mr. 
Herbert Lewis and Mr. 
‘Trevelyan. 


temporary and precarious incomes on a 
lower scale than permanent incomes, and 





rived from trades and professions and not 
derived from investments, should be sub- 
ject to a rebate of fourpence per pound, 
said there was a growing feeling that the 
sume rate of income-tax might press quite 
differently upon the individual according | 
to the souree from which his income was | 
derived. This was especially shown if 

they considered the difference between 

incomes derived from the labour of the in- 

dividualand incomes deriveafrom realised | 
wealth in the form of investments. Par- 
liament had already given efiect to the 
principle that an income-tax might press 


unequally on individuals, inasmuch as 


abatements were made on incomes under 
£700. He asked the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer to say whether he objected to 
the Amendment on principle or only on 
the ground that there would be difficulties | 


in the way of its operation. John Stuart 
Mill was in favour of the taxation of | 


Mr. Gladstone agreed with the principle 
because he stated that the income-tax as 
« whole bore too hardly upon intelligence 
and skill and not hardly enough upon 
property. In 1853, when that statement 
was made, the produce under Schedule A 
was double that under Schedule D, but 
the proportions were now reversed, so 
that the grievance was even more pressing. 
In case of war or trade depression in- 
comes derived from trades or professions 
were reduced in amount while taxation 
was increased, so that the holders of such 
incomes suffered in a double sense as com- 
pared with the holders of incomes derived 
He submitted that 
his proposal was an equitable one, and he 
hoped the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
would give it favourable consideration. 


from investments. 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 2, line 36, after the words ‘ one 
shilling,’ to insert the words, * provided always 
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from trades and professions and not derived 
from investments shall be subject to a rebate 
of fourpence per pound.’ ”—(Mr. McCrae.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN sug- 
gested that before the hon. Member 
claimed the support of Mr. Gladstone for 
this proposal he should re-read again his 
speech of 1853. 


Mr. McCRAE: I did so to-day. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 


that if the hon. Member would read | 


it once more he would see that Mr. Glad- 
stone, so far from giving any encourage- 
ment and support to a proposal of this 
kind, devoted himself in the speech re- 
ferred to to proving that it was unjust, 
undesirable, and impracticable, and so 
recently as three years ago he was de- 
clared by the late Sir William Harcourt 
to have disposed of the matter once for 
all. Did the hon. Gentleman propose to 
give a rebate on the dividends of the large 
shareholder in a trading company, who 
might be said to derive his income from 


{COMMONS} 


that all incomes under Schedule D derived | 


trade ? On the other hand, did he propose | 


to tax at the full rate the landlord who 
was constantly engaged in the manage- 
Surely the hon. 


Member must see that his Amendment 


ment of his estate ? 


would not at all realise the object he had 
in view, which was partially to exempt 
from the income-tax people whose income 


was due to their own personal exertions. | 


If the matter were gone into carefully, it 


‘rived from 


would be seen that it was impossible to | 


distinguish between one source of income | 


and another. The extremes in the scale 


were no doubt far apart, but they in- | 


Mr, McCrae. 
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sensibly approached each other, and it 


would be impossible to set with accuracy 


or equity the point at which a dividing 
line should be drawn. Mr. Gladstone, in 
the speech referred to, held that the only 
persons who did not derive their incomes 
from their own personal exertions were 
the Fund-holders, It would not be a wise 
policy for the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
to single out the Fund-holders as the only 
people who were to be deprived of any 
exemptions and abatements given on the 


income-tax. 


Mr. McKENNA said the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer had not dealt with the 
principle involved. The wording of the 
Amendment covered the objection taken 
in reference to incomes derived from in- 


vestments. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN asked 
what was to happen to incomes derived 
partly from trade and partly from in- 
vestments in that trade. 


Mr. McKENNA said that in practice 
it would be perfectly simple. Tf a 
manager of a business had some shares in 
the company by which he was employed, 
his salary as manager would be income 
derived from trade or profession, and the 
yield of his shares would be income de- 
There 


however, this objection in principle to 


investments. was, 


the proposal of his hon. friend. Speak- 
ing generally, all accumulated money was 
the savings of income from the individual 
exertions of the owner or had been re- 
ceived by inheritance. In the first case 
income-tax had been paid, and in the 
latter case the capital sam had been sub- 
jected to estate duties. Therefore, in 


either case the property had already 
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borne taxation, and that was a reason 
why the Amendment should not be 
accepted. The object of his hon. friend 
could be secured only under a system of 
graduation of income-tax, and he re- 
gretted he could not support him on this 


occasion. | 


Mr. SLACK (Hertfordshire, St. | 
Albans) said there would be no diffi- | 
culty in meeting the objection raised | 
by the Chancellor of the Exchequer. If | 
a man had capital invested in his business | 
it was the simplest arithmetical process | 
to charge interest on the capital invested, ! 
and deduct it from the total profits of the | 
business in order to ascertain the profit | 


derived therefrom. 


{23 May 1905} 
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form it worked very inequitably as be- 
tween trade and other forms of property, 
If a merchant made an extra £1,000 in 
his business, he had to pay income-tax 
upon it, and then, if invested, the same 
£1,000 was liable to income-tax, whereas 
if a proprietor derived the money from 
the renewal of a lease, and could show 
that he was going to invest it, it would 
be exempted from income-tax. He 
hoped the right hon. Gentleman would 
look into this matter with a view to 
putting both forms of property on the 


same footing. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 3, line 4, after the word ‘granted,’ to 
insert the words ‘ Provided that the following 
words in Rule 5 of No. 2, Schedule A, s. 60, 5 


; and 6 Vict., c. 35, “ Of all fines received in con- 


Question put, and negatived. | 


Mr. DALZIEL said it might facilitate 
progress if the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer stated how far he intended to | 
proceed with the Bill to-night. Would 
he be content if he got Clause 6 ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
he had hoped to make further progress 
with the clauses, but he thought it would | 
be unreasonable to ask the Committee to 
embark on Clause 7 at that time of night, | 
and so he would be content with getting 
Clause 6, provided hon. Members met him 
in the same spirit and facilitated pro- | 





gress. 


Mr. McCRAE said the matter dealt | 
with in his next Amendment was rather 
He sub- | 


technical, but most important. 
mitted that the rule referred to should 


| 
t 


be made compulsory, as in its present 


| sideration of any demise of lands or tenements 
| (not being parcel of a manor or royalty demisable 


by the custom thereof) on the amount so 
received within the year preceding by or 
on account of the party, provided that, in 
case the party chargeable shall prove to the 
satisfaction of the Commissioners for General 
Purposes in the district that such fines, or any 
part thereof, have been applied as productive 
capital on which a profit has arisen, or will 
arise, otherwise chargeable under this Act 
for the year in which the assessment shall be 
made, it shall be lawful for the said Commis- 
sioners to discharge the amount so applied 
from the profits liable to assessment under this 
Rule” shall be read as if the words ‘it shall 
be lawful for the said Commissioners to” were 
omitted, and instead thereof the words ‘the 
said Commissioners shall” were inserted.’ ”— 


| (Mr. McCrae.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 


be there inserted.” 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN was 
understood to say that the hon. Mem- 


ber was mistaken in supposing that the 


| fines referred to were differently treated 


as compared with other kinds of incom>. 
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The exemption applied only to owners 8B shall be assessed at one-fourth instead 


who treated the fines as capital, and, of 
course, the income from that capital then 


became subject to taxation. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Sir EDWARD STRACHEY (Somerset- 
shire, 8.) moved an Amendment providing 
that the annual value of any property 
which had been adopted for the purpose 
of income-tax under Schedule B in the 
Income Tax Act, 1853, ‘‘ shall be assessed 
at one-fourth instead of one-third.” 
He said that he raised the question nine 
years ago,and the then Chancellor of 
the Exchequer promised to look into the 
matter, but nothing practical had re- 
sulted. His object was to get the right 
hon. Gentleman to proceed upon the 
lines followed by the late Sir W. Har- 
court and gradually to lighten the burden 
under Schedule A upon occupiers of land. 
It was a very small matter in one sense, 
as the total amount collected under 
Schedule B he believed, only 
£200,000. Very few farmers were able 
to keep such accounts as would satisfy 


was, 


a surveyor of taxes for assessment under 
Schedule D, as everyone conversant with 
farming operations knew that, although 
the valuation might appear to show a 
handsome profit, the farmer had very 
likely made no profit at all. The re- 
mission, though comparatively small, 
would, in the present state of agriculture, 
be extremely welcome to those affected 
by it, and the proposal might also be 
recommended on the ground that the 
income in question was income arising 
from personal exertion. 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 3, line 7, after ‘1853,’ to insert the 


‘ment it must be on the ground that at 
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words ‘ provided that the value under Schedule 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 
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of one-third.’ ”’—(Sir Edward Strachey.) 





Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
that if they gave a reduction to all whose 
incomes were earned by their personal 
exertions they would afford that reduc- 
tion to some of the richest men in this 
country. He doubted whether the Com- 
mittee would be prepared to give this 
redrction in respect of one class of per- 
sons whose incomes were earned by their 





personal exertions without extending it 
to other classes. If the hen. Member 
desired to make a case for the Amend- 


tles 


the ‘present time farmers were paying 
more than their due share of the tax. 
Having regard t) the capital invested 
by the farmer it could not be said that 
his profits were over-assessed, and no 
case had been made out for relieving 
him at the expense of those to whom 
the alteration of assessment would not 


apply. 


Question put, and negatived. 


, GM TH wertceertadade 


Question, “ That the clause stand 


part of the Bill,” put, and agreed to. 








~TSTETISK 


Committee report Progress; to sit 


again to-morrow. 


> 
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CRIMINAL LAW AND PROCEDURE (IRE- 
LAND) ACT (1887) REPEAL BILL. 


Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged :—Bill withdrawn. 


Adjourned at a quarter after 


Twelve o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Wednesday, 24th May, 1905. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


Petitions. 


MR. SPEAKER’S ABSENCE. 

The House being met, the Clerk at the 
Table informed the House of the un- 
avoidable absence of Mr. Speaker, owing 
to continued indisposition. 


Whereupon Mr. James WILLIAM 
LowTHER, the Chairman of Ways and 
Means, proceeded to the Table, and, after 


Prayers, took the Chair as Deputy- | 
Speaker, pursuant to the Standing Order. | 


NEW WRIT. 
For the County of Sussex (South 


~ Western or Chichester Division), in the 


room of Edmund Bernard Talbot, com- 
monly called Lord Edmund Talbot, 


Commissioner for executing the Office | 


of Treasurer of the Exchequer of Great 
Britain and Lord High Treasurer of 
Ireland. —(Sir A. Acland-Hood.) 


ee 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


(treat Northern, Piccadilly, and Bromp- 
ton Railway (No. 1) Bill (King’s Consent 
signified). Bill read the third time, and 
passed. 


Tralee Urban Di-trict Council Bill 
[Lords]. Read the third time, and passed, 
with Amendments. 


Central London Railway Bill (by 
Order). Second Reading deferred till 
Tuesday next. 
RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP 4). 
Mr. de Tarron Ecerron reported from 


the Committee on Group 4 of Railway | 


Bills; That a communication had been 
received from Mr. Arkwright, one of the 
members of the said Committee, that he 
was unable, on account of domestic 
anxiety, to attend the Committee this 
day. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 
VOL. CXLVI. [Fourru Sertks.} 
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Great Central Railway Bill [Lords]. 
Report [25rd May] from the Select 
Committee on Standing Orders read. 


Bill to be read a second time. 


PETITIONS. 
EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petition from Fearn, for alteration; 
to lie upor the Table. 


FALSE STATEMENTS (COMPANIES) BILL: 


Petition from Birmingham, in favour ; 
| to lie upon the Table. 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 


Petition from Cvllicudden, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 





PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION BILL. 


Petition from Birmingham, in favour ; 
' to lie upon the Table. 


REGISTRATION OF FIRMS BILL. 
| Petition from Birmingham, in favour ; 
| to lie upon the Table. 
| 
SALE OF BUTTER BILL. 
| Petitionfrom Birmingham, in favour; 
| to lie upor the Table. 
} 
| SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS (SUN- 
DAY) BILL. 

Petition from Dundee, 

| to lie upon the Table. 


in favour; 


SHESKH, SULTAN. 
Petition of Sultan Sheskh, for redress 
|of grievances ; to lie upon the Table. 


STREET BETTING BILL. 


| 
| Petition from Liverpool, in favour ; 
| to lie upon the Table. 


AMENDMENT BILL. 


Petition from Birmingham, aga’ns' ; 
i to lie wpon the Table. ' 


2U 


| 
— COMPENSATION ACT (1897) 
| 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


“PUBLIC RECORDS. 

Copy presented, of Sixty-sixth Annual 
Report of the Deputy Keeper of the 
Public Records [by Commend]; to lie 
upor the Table. 


POLLING DISTRICTS (COUNTY OF 
DURHAM). 

Copy presented, of Order made by 
the Covnty Council of Durham, altering 
certain Polling Districts in the county 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 
MILITIA (SERVICE OUTSIDE UNITED 

KINGDOM). 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[Address 19th May; Mr. Griffith Bos- 
cawen|; to lie upon the Table. 

PAPERS LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 

1. Arundel Port. Copy of Annual 
Report and General Account of the 
Commissioners of Arundel] Port for period 
from 25th March, 1904, to 25th March, 
1905 [by Act}. 

2. Temporary Laws. Register of Tem- 
porary Laws for the Sixth Session, 
Twenty -seventh Parliament, of the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Treland, pursuant to Report of the 
Select Committee on Expiring Laws in 
Session 1866; to be printed. [No. 171.) 


CONSTABULARY FORCE FUND 
(IRELAND). 

Return ordered, “showing Amounts 
received into and paid out of the Con- 
stabulary Force Fund during the period 
from the Ist day of April, 1887, to the 
31st day of March, 1905 (in continuation 
of Parliamentary Peper, No. 286, of 
Session 1887).”°—(Mr. Sloan.) 


QUESTIONS AND 
CIRCULATED WITH THE 


Board of Education and the Registration 
of Teachers in Technical Institutes. 
Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.): 

To ask the Secretary to the Board of 

Education if the Board or the Consulta- 

tive Committee is at present considering 

the guestion of registration of teachers 

1% technical institutes; and, if so, will 


ANSWERS 
VOTES, 
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the Board, before coming to a decision 
on the matter, acquaint the association 
of such teachers of the proposals or the 
terms of the draft scheme. 


(Answered by Sir William Anson.) 
The matter is at present under the con- 
sideration of the Consultative Committee ; 
until the Report of the Committee is 
before the Board it would not be possible 
for me to state what course the Board 
will follow as to communications to 
persons who may be interested in the 
subject of the Report. 


Publication of Report of Lord Mansfield’s 
Commission. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): 
To ask the Lord-Advocate if he will state 
when the Report of Lord Manstield’s 
Commission will be laid upon the Table 
of the House, and the cause of the delay. 


(Answered by Mr. Scott Dickson.) 
The Secretary for Scotland is informed 
that the Report will be sent to him on 
a very early day, and will, in due course, 
be laid upon the Table of the House. 


Post-Mortems in South West London and 
ity of Westminster. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether 
his attention has been called to the fact 
that the coroner for South West London 
and City of Westminster is in the habit 
of employing a pathologist to determine 
the cause of death, in preference to the 
medical practitioner last in attendance 
on the deceased ; and will he state why 
the practice adopted by other coron:rs 
throughcut the country is departed from 
by the coroner for this district. 


(Answered by Mr. Seeretary Akers- 
Douglas.) I have had under my notice 
certain statements made with regard 
to the procedure at inquests held by the 
coroner in question, but I do not know 
how far these statements are accurate ; 
and, in any case, I have no avthority to 
interfere with the discretion of a coroner 
in the conduct of inquests. 


Number of Aliens Naturalised from 
1890-1904. 
Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, Hox- 


ton: To ask the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department if he will state 
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the number of aliens naturalised in each | those women and children who have 
of the years 1890 to (and inclusive of) ‘become British subjects through the 
1904. /naturalisation of their husbands or 
| parents. 
(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- | 

Douglas.) The number of persons whose | Aliens Entering the Port of London 
oaths of allegiance, taken on the grant | fe mam from Infectious or Con- 
of Certificates of Naturalisation in the | — — : . 

United Kingdom, have been registered Mr. LEVY (Leicestershire, Lough- 
from 1894 to 1904, are as follows:— | borough): To ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department if he will 


state how many of the alien immigrants 





No. of persons 





Year. naturalised. | Who arrived in London during March 
_and April were reported by the Medical 
ar ' Officer of Health for the Port of London 
1894 | to be suffering from infectious or con- 
: : Z ? 910 tagious diseases; and what were the 
1895 | diseases of the immigrants so reported. 
1896. : : | 736 (Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
es Douglas.) 1 am informed, on making 
1897 - ; ; ; 606 inquiry of the authorities of the City of 
London, that the following cases of alien 
1898 - ; ; ’ 634 immigrants suffering from infectious or 
j ; contagious diseases were reported by 
199 - te 608 _the Medical Officer of Health of the Port 
" , _of London during March and April :— 
1900 - ; > 581 March - Onecase - Erysipelas. 
April - Five cases - 1 Chicken pox. 
a ee a 542 1 Measles. 
| 3 Enteric fever. 
we. es 788 | 
| Relative Contributions to Imperial Ex- 
1903; 890 chequer of England, Scotland, and 
= * a ; ‘ Ireland. 
1904 974 Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
, ° ° ‘ : = ' Molton): To ask the Secretary to the 


Treasury if he will state the net con- 
The figures for previous years were not tribution to Imperial Expenditure of 

kept in a similar form, and are not readily | England, Scotland, and Ireland, respec- 

available for purposes of comparison. tively, for the years 1895-6, 1899-1900, 

They included the few cases in which and 1903-4. 

persons have been naturalised by special 

Act. of Parliament, but did not include (Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 

















Net Contributions as shown in the Financial Relations Returns. 





903-4 - - - -| 82,808,500 | 10,149,000 


Year. 
England. Scotland. Ireland. 
£ £ | £ 
1895-6. - += =) 60,140,000 7,292,000 | — 2,096,000 
1899-1900 ip ws 69,540,500 8,660,000 | — 1,684,500 
| 2,200,500 
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Payments by the Treasury to the Local 
Taxation Accounts. 

Mr. LAMBERT : To ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury if he will state the total 
amount paid by the Treasury each | | 
year to the local authorities under the | 
Agricultural Rates (England) Act, the | 


Questions. 
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Agricultural Rates (Scotland) Act, and 
the Tithe Rent Charge Act, and Local 
Government (Ireland) Act, respectively, 
for every year since the Acts were passed 
authorising such payment. 


(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 





Payments to Local Taxation Accounts. 





| | Payments under 
| | Scotland. iP 
any | | : Ireland. | Tithe Rent 
Year. | England. | Br npc (Agricultural | Charge (Rates) 
(Agricultural | 7), ‘eal Taxation | Gtant under the | Act. 
Rates Acts.) | Account Act, Local Govern- | 
1898.) ment Act.) 
a | i 
£ | £ £ | £ 
1896-1897 665,517 | 91,509 74,871 — 
1897-1898 1,333,682 183,581 150,040 
1898-1899 1,333,433 | 231,902 438,851 -- 
1899-1900 050,621 280,413 727.655 47,856 
1900-1901 327,268 280,126 727,655 | 105,687 
1901-1902 1,528,910 280,701 | 727,655 110,452 
| | 
1902-1903 - : 1,527,981 | 280,415 | 727,655 119,290 
| 
1903-1904 1,328,172 280,413 | 727,655 | 128,153 
1904-1905 - - 1,326,627 | 280,413 727,655 | 135,716 





Other grants besides the agricultural 
grant are made to the Local Taxation 
(Ireland) Account under the Local 
Government Act. But I assume that 
the hon. Member’s Question refers only 
to grants analogous to those under 
the Agricultural Rates Acts in Great 
Britain, 


Caution to Local Secretary of Postmen’s 
Federation at Faversham. 


Mr. JAMES O’CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): To ask the Postmaster-General 
whether he is aware that the local secre- 
tary of the Postmen’s Federation at 
Faversham, Kent, has been cautioned 
because of his conduct in forwaraing a 
petition regarding a matter ir which 





he was not directly concerned; and 


whether such caution received his sane- 
tion, seeing that the application was 
forwarded in pursuance of his duty as 
representing his members, and by their 
instruction, 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) Yes, the 
caution was given under my directions 
The postman in question, as a town 
postman, was not concerned in the 
matter which formed the subject of the 
petitions from individual rural postmen 
who were perfectly at liberty to present 
their petitions themselves. 

Classification and Maximum of Provincial, 
Town, and Sub Office Postmen. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: To ask 
the Postmaster-General whether he 
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is now in a position to announce} (Answered by Mr. Austen Chamterlain.) 
his decision regarding the classi- | I propose to deal with this subject in 


fication and maximum of provincial, 
town, and sub-office postmen. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) As the hon. 
Member is aware, the new scales of pay 
for provincial -ostmen were announced 
to the staff at the end of March last, and 
are already in force. I am daily re- 
ceiving applications from the postmen 
at different offices for changes ir the 
classification of their offices, and each 
case is being dealt with on its merits as 
quickly as possible. 


Prosecution of Mr. Moynihan, of Kanturk, 
for Non-Payment of Income-Tax. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): To 


ask | 


the Revenue Bill which I hope to intro- 
duce shortly. 


Establishment of a College at Srinagar.’ 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Den- 
bighshire, W.): To ask the Secretary 
of State for India whether the Maharaja 
of Kashmire has made representations 
to the Government of India with refer- 
ence to the establishment o. a college 
at Srinagar; whether the British Resi- 
dent has refused to sanction this pro- 
posal; and, if so, whether he will state 
the grounds upon which the objections 
of the Resident are based. 





(Answered by Mr. Seoretary Brodrick.) 


Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer whether | The Answer to the first two Questions 


Mr. Moynihan, veterinary surgeon, Kan- 
turk, county Cork, ‘s now threatened 
with arrest for non-payment of income- 
tax; and, if so, whether, in view of the 
fact that he is in receipt of only £50 a 
year from the county council and has no 
other professional income except from 
a few precarious cases, the income-tax 
authorities will abandon their intention 
of taking this course. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) | 


If Mr. Moynihan will establish the fact 
that his total income does not exceed 


£160, the Crown’s claim against him for | 
But up | 


income-tax will be discharged. 
to the present time, I understand, he has 
declined to offer any evidence on the 
point, and has ignored every communica- 
tion made to him on the subject. As a 


consequence proceedings were entered | 


upon for the recovery of the duty assessed 
upon him, and judgment has been 
obtained in the High Court for tax and 
costs. In these circumstances the 
Board of Inland Revenue cannot inter- 
vene on his behalf, unless he will place 
himself in communication with them, 
and put them in possession of the facts 
of his financial position. 


Readjustment of the Chicory Duty. 


Mr. DUNCAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Otley): To ask Mr. Chancellor of 
the Exchequer if he proposes to 


readjust the existing Excise Duty on 
chicory, to place the home grower on 
the same footing as the foreign producer. 


lis in the negative. 


Aden Frontier Expedition Grant of a 
Medal. 

| Sir CARNE RASCH (Essex, Chelms- 

| ford): To ask the Secretary of State for 

india whether it is proposed to grant a 

medal to the Aden Frontier Force. 





(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
As I informed my hon. and _ gallant 
friend on February 22ndf last, it is not 
| proposed to grant a medal to the Aden 
| Hinterland Delimitation Commission 
escort, as the military authorities, who 
have again been consulted, do not re- 
/commend it. 


British Indian trading in South Africa-- 
Language Question. 

Mr. RUNCIMAN (Dewsbury): To 
ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether any protest has been received 
from or sent by the Government of india 
against the Bill now before the Cape Par- 
liament which renders His Majesty's 
Indian subjects, resident in Cape Colony, 
liable to a trading disability which will 
not be inflicted upon Yiddi h-speak ng 
aliens; and whether the Government 
of India has protested against similar 
legislation in the Colony of Natal. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
The Answer to the first paragraph of the 
Question is in the negative. The legis- 
lation of 1897 in Natal, which requires 








+ See \4) Debates, exli , 503 
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traders to keep their account books 
in the English language, formed the 
subject of protest by my predecessor 
when the measure was under considera- 
tion. It does not appear, however, to 
have interfered with the expansion of 
trade by Indians in that Colony. The 
law does not require the books to be 
written up by the trader himself. 


Questions. 


Promotion of Constable Adams, of Bray. 

Mr. COGAN (Wicklow, E.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieuten- 
ant of Ireland whether Constable 
Adams, now stationed at Bray, has been 
promoted to the rank of acting sergeant, 
and is about to be appeinted to the charge 
of Newtownmount Kennedy Pcelice. 
Station; and will he say what is his | 
length of service; how many unfavour- 
able records he has, and was he ever 
cautioned because of infringement of the | 
rules of the service, and informed that he 
would never get any advancement in the 
service because of the breach of such 
regulations; and were representations 
made to the commandant, and, if so, | 
by whom, with a view to obtaining pro- | 
motion for this man. 


(Answered by Mr. I¥Valter Long.) The | 
reply tothe first inquiry is in the affirma- | 


tive. The constable has nineteen years | 
service. He has never been informed that | 


he would not receive advancement. The | 
promotion was made by the Inspector- 
General, in the usual course, on the re- 
commendation of the local officers. 


| Reasons for Repatriation of 332 Chinese 
abourers. 


Mr. LEVY: Toask the Secre ary of | 
State for the Colonies if he will state} 
what were the offences in re pect of | 
which 332 Chinese labourers were re- | 
patriated up to December 31st last ; | 
what penalties, in addition to repatria- | 
tion, were inflicted ; whether all or any 
portion of the wages earned by such | 
labourers was withheld or decane =| 
and whether such repatriated Lileonnans | 
were merely returned to the port of 
shipment, or if any means were afforded 
them of returning to their own homes. 





(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lytte'ton.) 
The great majority of labourers re- 
patriated were probably returned as medi- 
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-eally unfit, but I have no precise infor- 


mation beyond what has been published, 
and I will make inquiry. Meanwhile, 
reference may be made to the Ordinance 
(see pages 16 and 17 of Cd. 2026) and 
the Contract (see page 10 of Cd. 2183). 


Discharges from Woolwich Arsenal and 
Enfield Small Arms Factory. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea): To 


‘ask the Secretary of State for War the 


total number of workmen dischargea from 
Woolwich Arsenal and Enfield Small 
Arms Factory since June, 1903, for 
causes other than misconduct. 


Answered by Mr. Seeretary Arnold- 
Forster.) The total number of workmen in 
the Ordnance Factories discharged on 
account of age, illness, or other causes ex- 
cept misconduct is as follows :— 


From June, 1905, to May 6th, 1905— 


Woolwich - - 
Enfield - - 


aps 
2,565 


1,019 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Militia Subalterns. 
CoLtoneL WELBY (Taunton): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether, when the proposed changes in 


the organisation of the Militia shall have 


come into operation, subaltern officers 
of that force will have the opportunity 


of qualifying for all new conditions of * 
service, so as to be able to continue 


serving under the new system, if duly 
qualified. 


SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Arnotp-Forster — Belfast, 
W.): In the event mentioned the claims 
of any duly qualified Militia subaltern 
officers will receive full consideration, 
and every encouragement and _ oppor- 
tunity will be given to officers to continue 
their services. 


THE 


Fatal Rifle Practice at Sheerness. 
Mr. TUFF (Rochester): I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
his attention has been called to the 
recent accidental shooting of a fisherman 
(George Thomas Gilson) by the Royal 
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Questions. 


Garrison Artillery off Sheerness; if so, | 


what steps he proposes to take to prevent 
the possibility of such accidents in the 
future ; and whether compensation will 
be made to the widow. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: A report 
of this case has been forwarded to the 
War Office by the General Officer Com- 
manding concerned, who stated that he 
had issued orders to give a longer safety 
range during practice with one inch 
aiming rifles. The question of the length 
of safety range which should in future 
be fixed for such practice will receive 
careful consideration. As regards com- 
pensation, the question of an award as an 
act of grace is being considered. 


War Office and Rifle Clubs. 

Mr. FREDERICK WILSON (Norfolk, 
Mid.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War if rifle clubs are entered 
and numbered on the books of the War 
Office, and form an integral part of the 
scheme of national defence; and if, in 
view of the fact that the members pay 
for rifles, ammunition, watchers, and 
markers, it is intended during the comin: 
season to charge them rent for the use of 
Government ranges. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : Rifle clubs 
which are affiliated to the National 
Rifle Association are entered and num- 
bered on the books of the War Office. 
They do not form an integral part of the 
scheme of national defence. A rent of 


Is, a member per annum is charged in | 


respect of the use of the ranges. 
Mr. FREDERICK WILSON : 


system of national defence when the 
right hon. Gentleman promised a grant 
of £50,000 per annum in aid of them. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : They were 
not intended to form part of that organisa- 
tion. 


Chinese Labour Disturbance in the Van 
Ryn Mine. 

Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL 

shire, Cleveland): I beg to ask the 

Secretary of State for the Colonies if 


he will state what were the circumstances | 


{24 May 1905} 


Were | 
rifle clubs regarded as part of the) 


(York- 
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which led to the outbreak of Chinese 
labourers at the Van Ryn Mine in the 
Transvaal on 14th May ; what casualties 
resulted ; and how many persons have 
been arrested in connection with this 
disturbance. 


Questions. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For THE 
COLONIES (Mr. Lyrretron, Warwick 
and Leamington) : I have no information 
regarding the outbreak referred to, the 
facts as to which will no doubt be re- 
ported in due course. 


The Afghan Treaty. 

Mr. J. F. HOPE (Sheffield, Brightside) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India a Question of which I have given 
him private notice, viz., whether the text 
of the treaty with Afghanistan, pub- 
lished in The Times this morning, is 
accurate, and when the official copy 
will be distributed to Members. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): The text of the treaty, as pub- 
lished in The Times, is, as far as I know, 
substantially accurate. The distri- 
bution of copies will take place in the 
course of the next two or three hours. 
The Paper was laid on the Table last 
night, and was, therefore, accessible to 
Members in the Vote Office. But no 
copy was sent to any newspaper. 


Cotton as Contraband of War. 

CotonrL NOLAN (Galway, N.): 
I beg to ask the Under-‘ecretary of State 
\for Foreign Affairs if his attention has 
| been drawn to the decision of a Russian 
Naval Court in the case of the “ Calchas,” 
which appears to define cotton as being 
contraband of war; and whether, seeing 
that the proportion of cotton used for 
| military purposes is quite insignificant 
| and could be ersily replaced for warlike 
| purposes by some other vegetable fibre, 
| and that cotton is largely used for clothing 
‘in this country and constitutes an im- 
| portant branch of manufacture, under 
these circumstances the “ Calchas ” 
| decision will be allowed to pass without 
| protest. 


| Tus UNDER-SECRETARY or STATE 
'yor FO! EIGN AFFAIRS (Earl Percy, 
Kensington, 8.) : His Majestv’s Govern- 
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ment have as yet only received a brief 
telegraphic summary of the decision. 
When the full text of the judgment 
is received they will consider whether 
any further action is desirable. As 
the hon. Member is no doubt aware, 
His Majestv’s Ambassador at St. Peters- 
burg has already brought the question 
of the treatment of raw cotton to the 
notice of the Russian Government in 
his note of October 9th last. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Is seaweed 
which is used for manuring purposes also 
contraband of war ? 


[No Answer was returned. ] 


The Aliens Bill. 
Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL (Armagh, S.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State fur 
the Home Department whether he can 
state the names of the ports to which 
he proposes to apply the provisions of 
the Aliens Bill. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. AkeErs- 
Dovetas, Kent, St. Augustine’s): The 
present distribution of the wholesale 
immigrant traffic indicates that this 
machinery should in the first instance 
be set up at London, Grimsby, Hull, 
Newhaven, Southampton, the Tyne, 
Leith, and Harwich. Inaddition to these 
it will probably be required at Liverpool, 
and may perhaps be requirea at some 
other Western port, but as to this latter 
point I am not yet in a position to make 
any statement. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
Are Dover and Folkestone to be ex- 
cluded ? 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: It is not 
proposed in the first instance to set up 
special machinery at Dover and Folke- 
stone. The Board of Trade Returns do 
not show that it is necessary there. 


Adult Night Messengers in the Post 
Office. 


Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, $.): I beg to 
ask the Postmaster-General whether, in 
view of the fact that the Tweedmouth 
Committee recommended that full time 
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adult service in an unestablished capacity 
(other than that of learner) shouid be 
awarded good conduct stripes, he will 
consider the advisability of granting 
this privilege to adult night messengers 
on the same conditions as given to 
postmen. 


Questions, 


THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Lord 
STANLEY, Lancashire, Westhoughton) - 
The hon. Member is under a misappre- 
hension. No such recommendation was 
made by the Tweedmouth Committee. 
As I stated in answer to a Question in this 
House on the 27th of July f last, Lam not 
prepared to grant the privilege of good 
conduct stripes to adult night telegraph 
messengers. 


Mr. SLOAN: What is the object of 


refusing this small concession ¢ 


Lorpy STANLEY: I am afraid [ 
cannot deal with that by means of Ques- 
tion and Answer in this House. 


Government Departments and Free 
Postage. 


Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY (Cavan, 
W.): I beg to ask the Postmaster- 
General whether his attention has been 
drawn to the fact that all communica- 
tions in connection with rent-fixing are 
deliverea post free to the Irish Land 
Commission, whilst similar communica- 
tions addressed to the County Court 
must be postage paid and stamp enclosed 
if reply is required ; and whether equal 
postal facilities will be provided in the 
County Court. 


Lorp STANLEY: The Irish Land 
Commission is a public office which is 
entitled by Treasury authority to send 
and receive letters on public business on 
which postage has not been prepaid. It 
would not be practicable to extend the 
same privilege to County Courts. 


Swine Fever. 

Mr. FLAVIN: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Agriculture 
whether he can state, for the week end- 
ing May 13th, the number of cases of 
outbreak of swine fever in England, 
Wales, Scotland, and Ireland respec- 
tively. 





+ See (4) Debates, exxxviii., 1337. 
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or AGRICULTURE (Mr. AtLtwyn 
FELLowEs, Huntingdonshire, Ramsey) : 
During the week ended May 13th there 
were twenty-three outbreaks of swine 
fever in England, two in Scotland, two 
in Wales, and one in Ireland. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Cannot the right hon. 
Gentleman see his way, now that swine 
fever has practically ceased to exist in 
Ireland, to withdraw the removal orders 
now in force ? 


*Mr. AILWYN FELLOWES was un- 
derstood to reply that if the local author- 
ities took certain action he would be pre- 
pared to consider the matter. 


Sheep Scab in Scotland. 

Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.): I 
beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Agriculture whether he will postpone 
beyond Ist June the operation within the 
scheduled area in Scotland of the Sheep 
Scab (Regulation of Movement) Order 
until the local authorities within the area 
submit to him proposals which they be- 
lieve will be effective for the prevention 
of the disease. 


*Mr. AILWYN FELLOWES: As will 
be seen from a communication which I 
sent to the Press vesterday, I have agreed, 
in response to the request of a deputa- 
tion of Scottish flockmasters which 
waited on me on Saturday last, to post- 
pone the operation of the Order in question 
until after the 30th of June, in order to 
allow time for the elaboration of a scheme 
to secure the compulsory dipping of all 
sheep within the scheduled area under 
conditions such as would justify me in 
contemplating the removal of the re- 
strictions on the movement of sheep which 
are imposed by the Order referred to in 
the hon. Member’s Question. 


Voters’ Disqualifications — Relief for 
Underfed School Children. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil): 
I beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board whether he has con- 
sidered the decisions given in the cases re- 


ported in Knapp and Omblus election | 


cases, pages 114 and 320, and O'Malley 
and Hardeastles reports of decisions in 


election petitions, page 161, in all of | 
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*THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD | 
loan by the Poor Law authorities on the 
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which it was held that money given as a 


understanding that it be repaid was held 
not to be relief which disqualified a 
voter, and that in both cases the vote was 
allowed ; and whether these decisions 
regulate the giving of relief to destitute 
school children when such relief is to be 
considered as a loan to the parent. 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. GerRaLp 
Ba.rour, Leeds, Central): 1 am aware 
of the cases to which the hon. Member 
refers. They do not relate to the ques- 
tion of the disqualification for being 
registered as voters of persons who have 
received relief on loan urder the Poor 
Law Amerdment Act, 1834, and I am 
advised that they would not apply to any 
such disqualification in cases arising 
under the Relief (Schoo! Children) Order, 
1905. 


The Unemployed. 

Mr. KEIR HARDIE: I beg to ask 
the President of the Local Government 
Board whether he can state th: number 
of county boroughs in England and 
Wales in which unemployed bodies 
would be compulsorily established (unless 
exempted by an Order of the Local 
Government Board) by the Unemployed 
Bill now before the House, and the cir- 
cumstances under which an exemption 
order would be granted. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The num- 
ber of county boroughs in England and 
Wales is seventy-one. A local body 
would be established under the Bill for 
each of them unless in any particular 
case the Local Government Board -post- 
poned its establishment until the town 
council resolved that circumstances 
rendered the establishment of a_ local 
body desirable. Postponement could 
only be effected on the application of 
the town councll, who would no doubt 
state the circumstances on which the 
application was based. It cannot be 
stated beforehand what the circumstances 
would be. They would presumably vary 
in different cases. 


Reckless Motor-Car Driving. 
Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
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State for the Home Department whether, 
in view of the recent and continued loss 
of life through the recklessness of motor- 
car drivers, he will consider the advisa- 
bility of introducing legislation to place 
it within the discretion of magistrates 
to impose a term of imprisonment for | 
a first offence. | 





Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: My right | 
hon. friend has asked me to reply to this | 
Question. The Motor-Car Act expires | 
at the end of 1906, and I will take note | 
of the suggestion of the hon. Member with | 
a view to its consideration before that | 
time. 


The Price of Sugar. | 

Mr. PLATT-HIGGINS (Salford, N.) : 

I beg to ask the Secretary to the Board 
of Trade to what extent has the price 
of sugar fallen during this year; what 
is the present price; what is the price | 
now quoted for delivery during the last 
quarter of the present year; and what 
was the average price, of sugar during 
the ten years prior to the signature of | 
the Brussels Convention. | 





Tue PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- | 
TARY to tHe BOARD or TRADE 
(Mr. Bonar Law, Glasgow, Black- 


friars): The price of 88 per cent. beet 
sugar f.o.b. Hamburg at the begin- 
ning of January was l4s. 10d. per cwt., 
and this had increased by the middle 
of January to 16s. The price on the 
18th May was lls. 73d. The price 
quoted on the 18th May for delivery in 
November—December was 9s. 11d. The | 
average price of the same sugar in the | 
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my own knowledge that the fact is so 
at King’s Lynn. 


Questions. 


Parliamentary Buildings —Clock Tower 
Light. 


CoLtonEL WELBY: I beg to ask the 
hon. Member for Chorley, as represent- 
ing the First Commissioner of Works, 
whether he will consider the feasibility 
and cost of an apparatus to change 
the colour of the light on the Clock 
Tower soon as a division is de- 
clared, the changed colour to remain 
until doors are unlocked, so as to inform 
Members approaching the House that a 
division is taking place. 


as 


Lorp BALCARRES — (Lancashire, 
Chorley): The appliances needed to 
carry out my hon. and gallant friend’s 
suggestion would be either very costly 
or difficult of manipulation. It does 
not appear to the First Commissioner 
that he would be warranted in adopting 
the proposal. 


CoLtonEL WELBY: Will the noble 
Lord consider as to placing a gong or 
bell in Parliament Yard. We have 
difficulty in hearing when a 
division is called. 


An HON. MEMBER: Would it 
be better to fire off a gun ? 


not 


No Answer was returned. 
[ 


Unemployed Difficulty in Scotland. 
Mr. KEIR HARDIE: I beg to ask 














ten years 1892-1901 was about 10s. 9d.| the Lord-Advocate whether he is aware 


per cwt. 'that the City of Glasgow expended 
| £12,000 during the past winter in finding 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Is _ the| work for the unemployed of the city: 


hon. Gentleman aware that since the; and whether, seeing that neither under 
Sugar Convention the retail price of | the Poor Law of Scotland nor under 
sugar has doubled, and that the same/the Municipal Acts has any public 
sugar that was sold at 14d. a pound | authority power to deal with or give 
before the Convention is now sold} relief to the able-bodied unemployed, 
to the same people by the same trades-| and that the unemployed difficulty is 
man at 23d. a pound ? | becoming increasingly serious in Scot- 
| land, he proposes by the appointment 

Mr. BONAR LAW: I am not aware | of a special Committee or otherwise te 
of it, and I would like to know if it is so. | inquire into the amendments required 
/in the law to confer powers upon the 
local authorities for dealing with un- 
2mployment, as is proposed to be done 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I can assure 
the hon. Gentleman that it is within! 
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for England and Wales in the Bill now 
before the House. 


THE LORD-ADVOCATE (Mr. Scort 
Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton): I am 
aware of the facts referred to by the 
hon. Member in the first part of the 
Question. The whole matter is having 
the attention of the Secretary for Scot- 
land, but I cannot at present make any 
definite statement as to the course 
which is to be taken. 


Needlework in Irish Schools. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his at- 
tention has been called to the statement 
on page 40 of Mr. Dale’s Report, that 
the condition of the English Department 
of any grant being made to a school, that 
girls must be satisfactorily taught needle- 
work, has not existed in Ireland, and 
that there are 780 schools, with a mixed 
attendance of boys and girls, under a 
master only, and that in these schools the 
infants are unsuitably taught, but the 
girls are necessarily deprived of all in- 
struction in needlework or any other 
domestic subject ; if so, can he say why 
the Commissioners, in their Annual Report 
which has recently been issued, offer 
no explanation in defence of the state 
of thimgs which Mr. Dale’s complaint 
exhibits as existing in these schools ; 
whether they intend to permit the teach- 
ing by men only, not only of boys under 
eight years of age, but of infant girls 
and grown girls ; and, if not, what steps 
they propose to take in the matter. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 


LAND (Mr. Watter Lone, Bristol, S.) : | 


The Commissioners allude, in their last 
Annual Report, to their desire for the 
extended employment of manual in- 
structresses, who have been introduced 
into many small mixed schools with bene- 
ficial results. These instructresses might 
be employed in all the schools referred to 
in the Question. The rules provide 
that, in a mixed school under a master, 
an assistant mistress should be employed 
when the attendance warrants it, and 
that a manual instructress may be em- 
ployed when the attendance is insufficient 
for an assistant mistress. 
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Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Will the 
right hon. Gentleman consider the pro- 
priety of publishing the observations 
of the Commissioners on Mr. Dale’s 
Report ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I will com- 
municate the hon. Member’s wish to the 
Commissioners. 


Irish School Management. 

Mr. BOLAND : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he can state what 
number of the 780 schools, referred to 
in paragraph 133, page 40, of Mr. Dale’s 
Report, are under Cathclic, Episcopalian 
Protestant, and Presbyterian manage- 
ment respectively. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Three hundred 
and sixty-seven under Catholic manage- 
ment; 251 under Irish Church manage- 
ment ; and 140 under Presbyterian 
management. 


Land Purchase Agreements. 

Mr. FLAVIN : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether Form P uncer The 
Land Purchase Act, 1903, is an agree- 
ment or undertaking between the tenant 
of a holding and the Estates Commis- 
sioners, and not an agreement between 
the tenant and his landlord; whether 
he is aware that landlords, agents, or 
their solicitors are using Form P and 
getting tenants to sign same and agree to 
purchase terms where the estate is to 
be sold to the Estates Commissioners, 
said agreement being signed by the 
tenant before the estate is offered for 
sale by the landlord to the Estates Com- 
missioners; and whether he will take 
steps to secure that landlords, agents, 
or their solicitors shall not use Form P 
in such a way as to debar the tenants 
from any benefits which they other- 
wise might receive from a direct sale 
by the Estates Commissioners to the 
tenants. 


THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Atxrnson, Londonderry, 
N.): My right hon. friend has asked me 
to reply to this Question. Form P 
is an undertaking by the tenant to the 
effect that, in the event of the sale of the 
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estate to the Land Commission, he will 
purchase his holding from the Com- 
missioners at the price named. This 
undertaking is entered into with a view 
to the sale of the estate to the Land 
Commission under Section 6, and is con- 
ditional on that sale being effected ; and 
if the hon. Member will refer to Section 
6 he will see that it would be almost 
impossible that the conditions in that 
section could be fulfilled unless some 
preliminary negotiations of this kind 
were entered into. I am not aware 
whether landlords or agents are acting in 
the manner mentioned, but as Form 
P is provided for a particular class of 
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cases, the Estates Commissioners may 
be trusted not to permit it to be used 


in cases to which it is inapplicable, 
or to the prejudice of the rights of the 
tenants. It is not necessary to make 
any regulation dealing with the matter. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Do not the landlords 
who use this form get the tenants to 
agree to certain prices before the estate 
is offered to the Estates Commissioners / 


Mr. ATKINSON: Some preliminary 
negotiations are, of course, necessary to 
enable the Commissioners to do the things 
specified in the section. 


Mr. FLAVIN: But having got the 
tenant to sign the agreement, is it not 
the case that the landlord may proceed 
against him for the old rent ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: 
is conditional. 


The whole thing 


Mr. FLAVIN: But the tenant has 
no protection against the landlord or his 
agent. 


Glen Breakwater and Slip, County Kerry. 

Mr. BOLAND: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that the 
toe of the slip at Boatcove, Glen, county 
Kerry, is still unfinished, and whether 
steps will be taken by the Congested 
Districts Board to complete this work 
without delay; and will the Board 
supply the hon. Member for South Kerry 
with a detailed specification of the pro- 





Questions. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Board 
| have expended £361 on this boat slip, and 
'they are doubtiul whether the small 
advantage to be gained by lengthening 
it would justify any additional ex- 
penditure. They will, however, have 
a further inspection made when oppor- 
tunity offers. It was never the Board’s 
intention to construct a breakwater at 
this place. 
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Illegal Trawling on the South-West 
Coast of Ireland. 

Mr. BOLAND: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord - Lieutenant cif 
Ireland whether any, and if so, what 
vessel is watching the observance of the 
fishing laws on the south-west coast ; 
whether he is aware that several steam 
trawlers were near Ballinskelligs, within 
the prohibited limits, between 7th and 
14th May, and that the local fishermen 
had to haul up their nets fearing they 
should be damaged by the trawls ; and 
whether, seeing that two steamers are 
required for the adequate protection of 
local interests during the next two 
months, he will take steps to secure their 
constant supervision of the south-west 
coast. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Depart- 
ment’s steam cruiser ‘ Helga” patrolled 
the Kerry coast between the dates 
mentioned, but found no steam trawlers 
within prohibited limits. The super- 
vision of the south-west coast will not 
be lost sight of, but for obvious reasons 
the position of the vessels engaged 
on the duty cannot be advertised before- 
hand. 


Carland National School, Tyrone. 

Mr. SLOAN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Treland if he can state on what grounds 
the National Commissioners have with- 
drawn the grant from Carland National 
School, county Tyrone ; and whether, in 
view of the fact that there are eighty-six 
children on the roll and that there is 
no other school within two miles, the 
withdrawal of the grant from Carland 
School will be reconsidered. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The manager 


i : : 
posed breakwater at the Glen, together | of Carland School resigned, and proposed 
| to transfer the pupils, of whom there 


with their estimated cost of erection. 
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were sixty-five on the rolls, te a new 
school in the locality. The Commis- 
sioners, having inquired into and con- 
sidered the case, withdrew grants from 
Carland School, and refused aid to the 
proposed new school upon the ground 
that there was ample accommodation 
for the pupils in other schools under 
Protestant management within a reason- 
able distance. The Commissioners do not 
propose to reconsider their decision. 


Mahon Ballydonlon Estate. 

Mr. ROCHE (Galway, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
Estates Commissioners received, on 
November 5th, 1904, a petition signed 
by several of the tenants on the Mahon 
Ballydonlon Estate requesting to be 
relieved of the untenanted land which they 
had got upon the estate ; and whether it | 
was replied to. 





Mr. WALTER LONG: A_ petition | 
was received on the 6th November, 1904, | 
asking the Commissioners to fix an | 
equitable price on the lands of Bally- | 
donlon, or to refuse their sanction to the | 
sale, but the petitioners were informed | 
that the advances had been made in| 
April, 1904, and that the proceedings | 
were closed. 


Mr. ROCHE: On whose authority | 
did the right hon. Gentleman on a previous 
occasion say that no application had | 
been received by the Commission / 


{24 May 1905} 


Bill, 


Street Betting Bill. 

Mr. SLOAN: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury if he will give 
facilities for the passing of the Street 
Betting Bill this session. 
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THe PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 


LORD or tue TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 


Batrour, Manchester, E.): In answer to 
my hon. friend I have to say that I 
suppose his Question refers to the starring 
of private Members’ Bills towards the 
end of the session. As the hon. Member 
knows, that is only done with Bills 
described uncontroversial. I think 
it is too far from the end of the session 
to make any suggestion with regard to 
Bills which should or should not be 
starred, but from such information as I 
have received I think the Bill to which 
my hon. friend refers, and in which he is 
interested, is not likely to prove non- 
controversial. 


as 


FINANCE BILL, 


Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. JerrREYS (Hampshire, N.) in the 
Chair]. 
Clause 7: 


*Mr. McCRAE (Edinburgh, E.) said 
that it was not too much to say that this 


| clause was the most important of the 


| proposals which had been put before the 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I have not | 


that Answer before me or in my mind. 


Mr. ROCHE: I have it here. 


Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 38.): Did 
the right hon. Gentleman receive these 
two absolutely contradictory Answers 
from the same source / 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I should not | 
like to say they are contradictory until 
I have had an opportunity of examining | 
them. The Commissioners have an enor- 
mous number of cases to deal with, and I 
have naturally to refer to them for 
information. 


| (the 


House of Commons by the Chancellor 


| of the Exchequer, who proposed under 


this section—the omission of which he 
speaker) was advocating—that 
£10,000,000 of Exchequer bonds, maturing 
in December next, and created under the 
Supplementary War Loans Acts, 1900, 
should be paid off. In considering that, 
it was important to realise that this 
proposal dealt with the Unfunded Debt, 
and that it did not touch the Consol 
debt which they had under consideration 
the other day. The Unfunded Debt 
amounted on March 3lst last to 
£71,600,000. Of that £20,500,000 con- 
sisted of Exchequer bonds, which was the 
nature of the debt they were now 
considering, and the balance of the 
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total was made up of war stock 


to the extent of £30,000,000, and of 
Treasury short-dated Bills to the extent 
of £21,000,000. It was recognised, and, 
indeed, it had been so considered by the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, that this 
large floating debt was a standing menace 
to our financial position. Under this 
head, of course, came the borrowing 
under the Naval and Military Works 
Acts, and he proposed in only one sen- 
tence to draw the attention of the Com- 
mittee to the fact that under that head, 
in 1898, the gross outstanding liabilities 
amounted to £3,700,000, whereas at the 
end of the present financial year the total 
would be £47,600,000. That was one 
reason why they should be exceedingly 
cautious in any powers they gave to the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer over the 
creation of new debt, which was, after all, 
what he was seeking to do under this 
clause. 


Another reason why they should 
consider this matter very carefully was 
to be found in the fact that the Chan- 
eellor of the Exchequer had not boldly 
faced the situation in regard to the 
national indebtedness, because last year, 
for the first time in our history, we in- 
creased our gross liabilities to the extent 
of about £2,250,000, instead of reducing 
them at the rate of some £7,000,000 a 
year. According to an Answer made 
by the Chancellor of the Exchequer on 
the preceding Monday the estimated 
reduction of the National Debt in the 
current year would only amount to a 
little over £3,000,000, so that it meant 
that for two years practically there 
would be no reduction whatever in the 
gross liabilities of the State. What did 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer propose 
to do under this Bill? He proposed to 
pay off £10,000,000 of Exchequer bonds. 
These bonds were created in 1900 by 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for West Bristol when he was Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, and £14,000,000 would 
mature in December next. It was this 
£14,000,000 with which the right hon. 
Gentleman was going to deal. He was 
going to pay off £4,000,000 of that with 
money obtained from the Transvaal and 
from the Sinking Fund, and this par- 
ticular section dealt with the remaining 
£10,000,000. The right hon. Gentleman, 


4 Mr, McCrur, 
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in his Budget speech, said that it was a 
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limited funding transaction. It was 
a very limited funding transaction 


when they considered that the proposal 
was to pay off £10,000,000 of debt 
by creating £9,000,000 of new debt, 
for that would be the result at the end 
of the financial year. He did not think 
that that could be considered in any 
way a brilliant financial operation. The 
intention of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for West Bristol when he 
created these Exchequer bonds was 
that they were to be of a temporary 
nature, and he made a statement to that 
effect in his Budget speech of the following 
year, when he said— 

“T have so arranged the borrowings hitherto 
sanctioned by Parliament that they will mature 
from time to time at such intervals that it will 
be easy for anyone having charge of the finances 
of this country, if the Transvaal is in a position 
to give good security for a loan, to enable it to 
pay a reasonable contribution towards the cost 
of the war, and to raise a loan to be devoted 
towards paying off such portions of our borrow- 
ings as may be possible.” 

That was the intention of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Bristol, 
and he thought it was the duty of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer to have 
dealt with the Transvaal contribution in 
that clause of the Finance Act. It was 
rather strange that while they forced the 
Chinese Labour Ordinance through the 
Legislative Council, they had delayed the 
Ordinance which was submitted to that 
Council for the purpose of raising this 
£30,000,000 loan, of which they were to 
obtain a contribution of £10,000,000_ per 
annum for three years. 


He would also like to ask the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer what had 
become of the Chinese War Indemnity. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for West Bristol and the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Croydon 
distinctly promised that the contri- 
bution which they were to get from 
China in respect to the Chinese War 
Indemnity—estimat:d to amount to 
£6,000,000—would be applied to the re- 
duction of the war debt. He under- 
stood that that indemnity had _ been 
transformed into an annual payment in 
the form of an annuity to this country, 
and that up to last year the payment had 
been devoted towards meeting the claims 
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of private British citizens. Now, how- 
ever, they would have a clear contribu- 
tion, and he wished to ask the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer whether he in- 
tended to apply that, as promised by the 
‘ight hon. Gentleman the Member for 
West Bristol, and the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Croydon, to the 


reduction of the debt. If that were so they | 


ought to have some provision made 
in that clause for giving effect to that 
payment. 


He did not hesitate to say that 
these proposals of the Government 
showed a great lack of courage on the 
part of the right hon. Gentleman the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. He had 
had in the present year an unique oppor- 
tunity for dealing with the national in- 
debtedness. He could have dealt with the 
terminable annuities which matured next 
vear, and he ought to have dealt with 
the contribution from the Transvaal. 
He would like to point out to the Com- 
mittee what he did not think had been 
quite realised—namely, that the gross 
national liability amounted to close upon 
£800,000,000 sterling, exactly the amount 
at which our debt stood in 1867 after 
we had discharged the new debt created 
on account of the Crimean War. Yet 
to-day they had the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer under this section proposing 
to raise another £10,000,000 of debt. 
That was really what it came to, be- 
cause these bonds were created only 
for a term of five years, and now, instead 
of renewing them for another term of 
five years, the right hon. Gentleman was 
proposing to renew them for a term of 
ten years, with an annual reduction of 
£1,000,000 sterling which would have 
equally applied had he added that as con- 
tributiontothe Sinking Fund. In addition 
to that, he had led them into this peculiar 
position, that they were adopting a 
lottery system of annual drawings, which 
was entirely foreiga to British finance. 
He did not think that the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer could say that this proposal 
had given him any advantage at all 
from a financial standpoint. He had 


had to borrow at a high rate of interest. 
It had not reduced the rate of interest ; 
it had not really enticed the market to 
come forward to take up these bonds, 
and he thought the right hon. Gentleman 
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could not fail to realise that it would 
have been better to have renewed these 
bonds, and to have applied a £1,000,000 
increase to the Sinking Fund. For these 
reasons he begged to move that the sub- 
section be omitted. 


Amendment pro posed— 


“In page 3, line 19, to leave out Sub-section 
(1)."-—( Mr. McCrae.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
proposed to be left out, to the word ‘ ten,’ 
in line 22, stand part of thé clause.” ; 


*CotoneL WILLIAMS (Dorsetshire, 
W.) said the hon. Member had crowded a 
good manycurious theories into his speech, 
some of which he would find it hard to 
justify when he was sitting behind a 
Chancellor of the Exchequer of his own 
side. In his opinion the course adopted 
by the Chancellor of the Exchequer in 
regard to this £10,000,000 was a bold and 
not a craven course. If there had been 
an innovation it was one which he was 
rather glad to see, because the right hon. 
Gentleman had established a new form 
of Sinking Fund. It was not in any way 
a lottery as the hon. Member opposite 
chose to call it, but instead of burdening 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer in 
future years with the repayment of 
£10,000,000 at one time, the right hon. 
Gentleman had increased the service 
otf the Debt from £27,000,000 to 
£28,000,000 permanently, and had 
allotted £1,000,000 of that to paying 
off one of the £10,000,000 every year, 
with the result that the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer who happened to be in 
office when the operation was completed 
would find himself with a fixed debt- 
charge of  £28,000,000 instead — of 
£27,000,000 to deal with, and the 
£1,000,000 allocated for a limited period 
would be freed for the reduction of the 
Funded Debt. The hon. Member had 
spoken as if the paying off of £1,000,000 
a year would effectually bar the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer from using the 
Transvaal war contribution—whenever 
it was received—for the reduction of 
debt. There were more millions of 
Unfunded Debt to be dealt with, and 
many ways in which the Transvaal 
contribution could be applied to the 
reduction of debt. He was astonished 
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to hear the hon. Member blame the| case was merely creating a new and 
Chancellor of the Exchequer for not| very objectionable form of debt. It 
dealing with the terminable annuities | ‘would have been far better to have 


which fell in next year. Surely one of: 
the things most to the credit of the 
right hon. Gentleman was that he had 
resisted the temptation to do so, and 
that he had realised that sound finance 
required the finance of the year to be 
dealt with by the resources of the year. 


be led away by the contradictory argu- 
ments of the hon. Member, and that 
they would reject his Motion by a con- 
siderable majority, thus showing that 
they were grateful to the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer for having had the bold- 
ness to initiate a new form of paying off 
the Debt. 


*Mr. ASHTON (Bedfordshire, Luton) 
was sorry that the action of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer had met with the 


| form 


added this £10,000,000 to some existing 
of debt than to have created a 
new form which was less marketable 
in the City. 


The hon. and gallant Member oppo- 


_site objected to the phrase lottery loan. 
He hoped the Committee would not | 


That phrase was very rightly used of 
the transaction by the hon. Member for 
King’s Lynn the other day. It was 
obviously nothing but a lottery loan, 
and it was not a very dignified position 
for the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
of this country to take up to issue 
a form of loan of the kind. It might 
be very well for a third-rate South 
American Republic, but it was  cer- 
tainly not the kind of debt which ought 


‘to be undertaken by a great country 


approval of the hon. and gallant Gentle- | 


man, especially after the way in which 
this issue of Exchequer bonds had been 
received in the market. It had proved a 
costly experiment to the Exchequer. 


with a credit such as we possessed. A 
lottery loan wa. a very expensive article ; 
it was not suitable for City purposes, 


neither was it suitable for the permanent 


investor, who wanted to know definitely 


| what rate of interest he would receive 


He agreed with his hon. friend that apart | 


from the war debt the floating debt of 
the country was far too large. 
perfectly true that £50,000,000 of it ought 
not to be considered as floating debt, 


It was | 


seeing that it was a war loan, but the | 


fact remained that the floating debt 
was something like £45,000,000, whereas 


a few years ago it was but a tenth of | 
The fact was that Treasury | 


that amount. 
bills, which used to be employed merely 
as a means ol tiding over the lean periods 
of the year, were now being used in 
place of Funded Debt because of the diffi- 
culty of raising that debt. 
war they were obliged to raise a very large 
amount by Treasury bills, and that was 
a legitimate thing to do, but big houses 
still carried such a large amount of the 
Funded Debt that itwas almost impossible 
now to market Consols in the City of 


During the | 


| cent., 


London at anything like a reasonable | 


price. But when the Chancellor of the 


Exchequer told them that by issuing | 


this form of debt he was reducing the 
floating debt of the country he failed 
to see how he was doing it. 
contrary, it appeared to him that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer in this 


Colonel Williams. 


sity the right hon. 


and when he would be repaid. Then 
with regard to the City of London, 
bankers, insurance companies, bill brokers, 
and discounters were those who chiefly 
took up Exchequer bonds. Did the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer imagine 
for one moment that they liked this 
gambling transaction? No, they too 
preferred to know the exact rate of in- 
terest and the exact currency of the 
obligation. When they knew where 
they stood they were willing to pay the 
best market prices for an article when 
guaranteed by the Government, but when 
uncertainty prevailed as to the time of 
repayment they were not likely to run 
the risk for the same amount of money. 
The result had been that the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer had had to pay 34 per 
whereas he might have got the 
money on Exchequer bonds at 23 per cent. 

—a very considerable difference indeed. 
That was not what he called wise finance, 
and he hoped that in case of future neces- 
Gentleman would 


_ profit by the experience of the past and 


On the. 


not seek to raise money in so expensive 
a way or in a manner incompatible with 
the dignity of a great country. 
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Tue CHANCELLOR oF THE 
CHEQUER (Mr. AusTeN CHAMBERLAIN, 
Worcestershire, E.) replying first to the 
Question of the hon. Member for East 
Edinburgh as to the Chinese war in- 
demnity and the Transvaal war con- 
tribution, said that the earlier receipts in 
connection with the Chinese indemnity 
had been wholly devoted to the pay- 
ment of private claims, delay in which 
might involve great hardship to indi- 
viduals. He hoped a point had now 
heen reached when some satistaction 
vould be received year by year on ac- 
‘ount of the Government claim. The 
xact amount of the claim was still the 
subject of diplomatic negotiation, and 
he did not think he could make definite 
proposals to the House until those negotia- 
tions had come to a conclusion. But 
jie would say at once in the most positive 
‘orm, in order to remove the anxiety 
f the hon. Member, that, in bis opinion, 
whatever we might recover on that account 
yught undoubtedly to be devoted to the 
reduction of the Debt, and it was to that 
purpose that, so long as he was respon- 
sible, he would take care that it was 
applied. If anything was received on 
that account before he was able to ex- 
plain the situation in full to the House 
and make definite proposals on the 
subject, the money would be held on 
suspense account until it could be ap- 
plied to the reduction of the Debt. 
There need be no apprehension that he 
would be tempted to apply that money 
in relief of taxation or payment of the 
ordinary current expenses of the year. 
The money Fought, undoubtedly, to be 
applied to the reduction of the Debt 


*Mr. McCRAE: Am I right in assum- 
ing that during the last two or three 
years we have received £300,000 a year, 
that that has been applied to the satis- 
faction of British claims, and that they 
have now all been met. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
he was speaking from memory, but he 
thought that until very recently the 
whole of what we had received had been 
devoted to the satisfaction of private 
claims. He believed there was at this 
moment a sum of money in our hands 
which had not been required for the 
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satisfaction of those private claims 
but he also believed that the whole of 
the private claims had not yet been 
satisfied. The claims of individuals had 
been satisfied, but there were railway 
claims outstanding to which the same 
conditions did not necessarily apply as 
applied to the individual claims. By 
the former he meant the cases in which 
hardship would be caused to individuals 
if they did not receive their money at 
once. Probably the railway need not 
receive the full satisfaction of their claims 
at once, but might share with the British 
Government in the payments that now 
became due. At any rate, whatever 
money now accrued to the British Govern- 
ment would go to the reduction of the 
Debt. 


As regarded the Transvaal war con- 
tribution he had already explained in 
his Budget Speech the position of the 
Government, and he thought it would 
serve no useful purpose to go over the 
ground again. He agreed with the 
opinion to which expression had been 
given by the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Bristol, that further 
discussion of the matter at the present 
was not likely to be conducive 
to the public advantage, or to facilitate 
the recovery of the contribution. 


ae 
stage 


The hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Edinburgh had accused him of great lack 
of courage in dealing with the Debt, and 
of failing to take advantage of a great 
opportunity. A number of terminable 
annuities would fall in next year, and he 
understood that the contention of the 
hon. Gentleman was that he ought to have 
anticipated the falling-in of those annu- 
ities, and this year set up fresh annuities 
to cancel a further amount of debt. He 
was at a loss to conceive why the hon. 
Gentleman considered that that would 
have been a more courageous course than 
he had actually followed. If he had pro- 
posed to reduce the Sinking Fund or the 
amount of money available for the re- 
duction of debt, he could have under- 
stood the charge of lack of courage, but 
he had taken exactly the opposite course. 
The operation which he was blamed for 
not undertaking was a purely paper 
transaction, which would not in fact re- 
duce by one penny more than his own 
proposals the liabilities of this country 
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or the amount of its debt. He had not 
thought it any part of his duty to antici- 
pate what the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer might think fit to do next year. 
What he did think was a part of his duty— 
a duty which he had attempted to dis- 
charge—was to strengthen the prevision 
made for the reduction of the Debt, but 
he did not think it would be wise to pre- 
judge the decision of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer next year as to whether the 
amount we had available for that purpose 
should be applied in one particular way 
rather than another. What it was 
expedient to do in a matter of this kind 
must depend on the circumstances 
existing at the time the operation had to 
be performed. He thought hon. Mem- 
bers were occasionally misled by the 
opinion that there was some peculiar 
sanctity about terminable annuities of 
this kind, and that a sinking fund wrapped 
up in terminable annuities was pro- 
tected against interference or raiding by 
the House of Commons or the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer in a way that no other 
sinking fund was. They did not, in fact, 
afford any additional security. That 
view was confirmed by the fact that dur- 
ing the recent war in South Africa the 
House consented to suspend the whole 
of the Sinking Fund. 


*Mr. McCRAE said it was only that 
part which was held by Government De- 
partments. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
he thought the hon. Gentleman was in 
some confusion of mind. Life annuities, 
granted to individuals, constituted a con- 
tract between the State and the individual 
which could not be interfered with. But 
those were not the annuities about which 
the hon. Gentleman was talking. They 
were not affected in any way by the pro- 
posals which the hon. Gentleman brought 
before the Committee ; of course the free 
operation of the Sinking Fund was really 
their first reserve. As to the allegation 
that he was not reducing the Debt at all, 
but, on the contrary, increasing it, if he 
reborrowed the same amount of money 
to pay off an old loan he did not in- 
crease the Debt, though if that were the 


whole operation he would not diminish | 


it. But that was not the whole operation, 
and he had taken steps to diminish the 


Mr, Austen Chamberlain. 3 
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Debt. The hon. Gentleman did ot 
approve of the steps he had taken, and 
said that it would have been much better 
if he had renewed the bonds for five years, 
He had power to do that under the Ex- 
chequer Act, which gave power to raise 
money by Exchequer bonds not merely 
for the purposes of the Act, but for pay- 
ing off sums raised under that Act. But 
the War Stock bonds stood on a different 
footing to these Exchequer bonds, al- 
though these Exchequer bonds were 
raised for the purpose of the war. The 
phraseology was necessarily confusing, 
and it was difficult to make his point 
clear, especially when hon. Members 
seized that particular opportunity to 
raise points which really were not germane 
to the particular matter under considera- 
tion. 
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Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
(who had interjected the remark which 
elicited these observations) said he 
thought that according to the letter of the 
Act the right hon. Gentleman was justified 
in the statement he had made, but he 
doubted whether that was the spirit 
of the Act. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
that asa general rule they had to interpret 
Acts of Parliament according to the letter. 
If they allowed themselves to interpret 
the spirit according to their own inclina- 
tions, probably the hon. Member and 
he would differ materially as to the 
spirit of some Acts of Parliament. The 
law gave the Treasury power to reborrow 
ad infinitum for the purpose of paying 
off debt. Having once raised money 
on* Exchequer bonds, as soon as_ they 
fell due the Treasury could borrow the 
same amount again and could continue 
the operation to the end of time. It 
was indeed a complete circle which need 
never be broken. But it was quite clear 
it was not a desirable course, and it 
was not the intention of his right hon. 
friend when he passed that Act, for he 
hoped to be in a position by the time 
the bonds fell due to cleac off the whole. 
He, however, was not in a position him- 
self to do that, but he thought he ought 
to make provision to clear the bonds 
in a fixed and limited period and by a 
regular systematic process. That was 
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really the main object which influenced 
him in pursuing the course he recom 
mended to the House, and in making 
him select the form of security he did. 
There was obvious inconvenience in 
having so large a sum as £14,000,000 
fallmg due on a single dav unless he 
had reason to anticipate that about 
that time he would have a similar 
amount available for its extinction. 
To meet such a liability it would 
be necessary to accumulate money in 
advance, and while it was so accumu- 
lating the interest on it would be lost ; 
or, having failed to accumulate the money 
in advance, it would be necessary on th - 
day it fell due to go to the market and 
raise the whole sum. He need not 
remind hon. Members that the month 
of December was not usually a particu- 
larly favourable moment to go to the 
market for a loan. He had therefore 
to make arrangements in advance. As 
regarded £4,000,000 of the debt out- 
standing, he hoped to be in a position 
to extinguish that altogether, and as 
regarded the other £10,000,000 he wa: 
obliged to provide for its renewal, but 
he made that provision subject to the 
repayment of the debt by regular annual 
instalments within a period of ten years, 


The hon. Gentleman who spoke las*, 
with great vehemence and almost passion, 
denounced the step he had taken as 
having some immoral taint about it, 
that it was a pure lottery unpopular with 
investors and with persons in the City 
of London, and quite unworthy of the 
B itish Government. He could only 
say that the British Government had 
not thought it unworthy of itself to 
issue loans with similar provisions, and 
the House of Commons had not thought 
it unworthy of the dignity of the country 
to sanction those loans, and had provided 
that in regard to municipal enterpris 
in certain cases exactly similar arrange- 
ments could be made. 


*Mr. ASHTON: Were these other 
bonds issued at par? They are not 
lottery bonds if issued at par. 


they were not lottery bonds whatever 
price they were issued at. 
Loan was not issued at par. 
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was a gross abuse of language to describe 
these boads as lottery bonds, and to 
suggest that investment in them was only 
a gambling transaction. It was no more 
so than an investment in Consols. What 
was the alternative step? If he had 
made a fresh issue of Consols he would 
have had to issue them very much 
below par, and he would have further 
depressed Consols. Houses that ten- 
dered for these Exchequer bonds had 
to take account of the liability of 
the bonds to be drawn at the rate of 
one-tenth each year. They had_ to 
average their tender on the assumption 
that the average life of a bond would be 
tive years. It wasa very simple calcula- 
tion, and was in no sense a gambling 
transaction; and it was absurd to sug- 
gest that there was anything likely 
to corrupt the morals of the City or the 
large financial houses im Paris which 
dealt with millions on the same principle. 
or that there was anything derogatory 
to the dignity of the country in issuing 
bonds of this nature. He had been told 
he was not reducing the Debt by thi: 
operation at all. 


*Mr. ASHTON : The floating debt. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
am paying off £4,000,000, at any rate. 


*Mr. ASHTON: I was only referring 
to the £10,000,000. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
he was reducing the £10,000,000 by 
£1,000,000 a year instead of allowing it 
to go on for ever. The only question 
relevant to the present issue was whethe 
he had or had not complied with statu- 
tory requirements. He was not con- 
cerned at that moment to defend the 
policy which Parliament had laid down 
in the Naval and Military Works Acts. 
The only question that could be rele- 
vant to the present issue was whether 
he had or had not complied with the 
statutory requirements of Parliament. 
His views on the matter were well known 
to the Committee, for he had explained 


‘them on more than one occasion. The 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said | 


whole matter had been carefully con- 
sidered by the House on the Military 
and Naval Works Acts. It was obviously 
impossible, and he believed it would be 
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out of order, to discuss the policy em- 
bodied in these Acts, cr the actual ex- 
penditure provided in them on an occa- 
sion like the present. He thought he had 
said enough to meet the charges which 
the two hon. Gentlemen had _ levelled 
against him. The proposal he had 
made was one which met the necessities 
confronting them in such a way as to 
secure a considerable immediate reduc- 
tion of the floating debt which had been 
inherited from the war. It secured, in 
addition, a regular diminution of the 
floating debt year by year until another 
£10,000,000 of it was extinguished. At 
the same time it did not draw on the 
resources which had hitherto been de- 
voted to the payment of the Debt. The 
Sinking Fund had been specially in- 
creased in order to make provision for 
that debt. The proposal had met on the 
whole with favour in this Committee 
when he first expounded it, and he 
believed it had met with approval else- 
where. When it was realised that in 
taking this step the Government were 
recognising an obligation which was in- 
cumbent upon them, it would be felt 
that they had chosen the best means of 
providing for its fulfilment. 


Mr. CAWLEY (Lancashire, Prest- 
wich) said he wished to say a word or two 
onthe question of the South African con- 
tribution. It would have been unneces- 
sary for him to make any remarks on 
the point at all had it not been for the 
circumstance that on his side of the 
House opinions had been expressed on 
the Transvaal loan which he utterly 
objected to. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) rose to order, 
and asked whether it would be more for 
the convenience of the House that the 
question of the Transvaal contribution 
should be discussed on the clause. 


THE DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN : It would 
be more convenient for the Committee 
that the discussion should take place 
on the clause. 


Mr. CAWLEY said the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer had referred to the 
question. 


Mr, Austen Chamberlain. 


{COMMONS} 








Bill. 

THe DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN: That 
was a passing comment, and I did 
not wish to interrupt the right hon. 
Gentleman. 
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Mr. CAWLEY said he would refer to 
the question when the clause came be- 
fore the Committee. 


Mr. MCKENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) 
said he would state in a sentence why 
some hon. Members had called these 
lottery bonds. The essence of a lottery 
transaction was that those engaged in 
the transaction drew lots. What the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer proposed 
was that the holders of these bonds 
should draw lots. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: That 


is done in transactions in this House. 


Mr. McKENNA said that was so, but 
no pecuniary advantage was given in 
that way. The essence of this proposal 
was that pecuniary advantage was ob- 
tained by those who were lucky in the 
lottery. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
That happens very often on Tuesdays and 
Wednesdays. 


Mr. MCKENNA: There is no pecuniary 
advantage. There is no law against 
lotteries where no prize is given. 


Sir GEORGE BARTLEY (Islington, 
N.): Is not a fiscal debate a prize / 


Mr. McKENNA: When the Prime 
Minister runsaway! What happened in 
regard to these bonds was that certain 
bonds on being drawn were redeemed 
at par. The person who was first success 
ful in the lottery, and whose bonds were 
redeemed, got a greater financial advan- 
tage than the person who was unsuccessful 
in the drawing, and so on each year iD 
turn until the last of ihe bonds were 
drawn. If that did not constitute what 
was ordinarily understood by the word 
lottery, he failed to understand what a 
lottery meant. The term lottery as 
applied to these bonds was strictly ac- 
curate in letter and spirit. 
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Sir FREDERICK BANBURY (Cam- 
berwell, Peckham) said the hon. Gentle- 
man was mistaken in saying that the 
holders of these bonds arew lots. The 
lots were drawn for them. The hon. 
Gentleman also said that there would be a 
gain to the holders by having the bonds 
drawn early. That would depend on 
the state of the market. If these bonds 
stood at 101 there would be a loss. 


Mr. McKENNA: It is equally a 
lottery. 
Sir FREDERICK BANBURY said 


the system of drawing bonds was ex- 
tremely common. It was practised by 
every Government in Europe and in all 
parts of the world. The only Govern- 
ment which had not hitherto practised 
it on ‘ts own part cular stock was the 
British Government. But thev had 
practised it upon the guaranteed loans in 
the shape of the Egyptian Loan and the 
(ireek Loan. The only objection to this 
loan which he could see was that we should 
not get such a good price in the market 
because these bonds were not so popular. 
If the Chancellor of the Exchequer wishea 
to redeem this particular loan within ten 
years he would have been in an awkward 
position if he had adopted the other 
course, because he would have had to deal 
with it in a way which would have dis- 
turbed the money market. 


*Mr. McCRAEK The hon. Baronet 
entirely forgets that we have £21,000,000 
of Treasury bills which the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer can redeem. That would 
not upset the money market. 


FREDERICK BANBURY said 
that only made it worse, because the 
Government were continually borrowers 
or lenders in what was called the short- 
money market. The taking of £10,000,000 
out was an advantage to the money 
market not only of London but of the 
world. 


SIR 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said he took 
an entirely different view from the hon. 
Member as to the difficulties of a Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer who had 
£1,000,000 at his disposal. The hon. 
Member seemed to think that the diffi- 
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culties were insuperable. He 
always buy Exchequer bonds. 


Sir FREDERICK BANBURY: What 
I said was that if this particular 
£1,000,000 had to be ear-marked for a 
special purpose it would be difficult to 
know how te employ it to advantage, 
and that it would be better to use it in 
the way proposed. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said that 
supported his view. If the money was 
ear-marked it went to the purpose for 
which it was ear-marked. He believed 
he was the first to call these bonds lottery 
bonds. He did so for the simple reason 
that there was a direct element of chance 
in them. The objection to these lottery 
bonds was that they did not give the 
advantages of a lottery. The advantage 
of a lottery was that it appealed to every- 
body at large, to rich and poor, and 
especially the poor man in the street, but 
the appeal here was necessarily restricted. 
In the State lotteries abroad certain 
people who were successful at the draw- 
ings did get a great amount of profit out 
of the vicious propensities of their fellow- 
citizens. There was great need for 
meeting the Unfunded Debt, which was 
the worst form of debt we had at the 
present moment. He had worked it 
out and he found that the interest was 
about £3 5s. per cent. [An Hon. Mem- 
BER: £5 4s. 4d.] It was an onerous 
debt, and it must seriously affect the 
money market. He gave the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer considerable credit for 
the effort he had made to deal with it. 
Reference had been made to the powers 
conferred by the Act of 1900. The 
Exchequer bonds authorised by that Act 
were really war bonds. They would not 
have been issued but for the war. He 
had carefully studied the Act and he 
was bound to say that by the strict in- 
terpretation of the Act the right hon. 
Gentleman was not unjustified in saying 
that these bonds should be paid off in 
1915 and not in 1910. The net result 
of that was that the repayment of the 
debt was really extended for five years. 
Now, as he made out, the man who held 
these bonds which were to be paid off 
the first year, would receive interest at 
the rate of rather over 4 per cent., while 
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the man who held bonds to be paid off in 
ten years would receive interest at a 
considerably less rate. The average 
interest, he understood, would be 3} or 
34 per cent. Well, that was a very 
high rate of interest to pay, because 
we were a 2? per cent. country at this 
moment, as was shown by the price of 
Consols. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar) said that reference had 
been made as to whether these bonds 
were or were not lottery bonds. They 
might be classed as lottery bonds be- 
cause one investor at one period got 
more interest than another investor 
at another period. The question 
whether they were issued at or below 


bonds, He could say that as long as the 
present Government was in office the 
bonds would not go beyond par. The 
particular objection which he had to these 
bonds was, as the hon. Baronet the 
Member for Peckham, who was a recog- 
nised authority in regard to financial 
questions, had stated, that they were an 
unp>pular form cf investment. That 
was shown in e two-fold way. The 
application for them was very limited, 
and they were issued at a very heavy 
price to the Exchequer. As his hon, 
friend behind him had said, it could not 
be an advantage, having regard to the 
money market, to issue a new form or 
denomination of bonds. Already we 
had on the money market, in respect to 
the Unfunded Debt, far too many differ- 
ent denominations of stocks. Every- 
body knew that the larger the stock 
the easier it was to deal in it; and, 
therefore, the better the price obtained 
so far as the Government was concerned. 
Therefore, it could not be to the advan- 
tage of the Government, to the money 
market, or the credit of the country to 
issue a denomination of stock which was 
vnpopular, There was another matter 
to which he attached considerable im- 
portance. He congratulated the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer on having added 
£1,000,000 to the fund for the extinction 
of the Debt. But, in his opinion, it 
would have been better if the right hon. 
Gentleman had not tied his hands in 
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that £1,000,000 to the Sinking Fund in- 
stead of to the floating debt. 


Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.) said that 
the hon. Member for King’s Lynn was 
mistaken in believing that the interest 
on these bonds would amount to £3 5s, 
to £3 10s. per cent. It would not 
be more than £3 2s, Speaking as one 
who was very much in sympathy with 
all the observations which had 
made as to the necessity for a speedy 
reduction of the Debt, he approved of 
the mode of repayment outlined in the 
Finance Bill because he believed it 
would secure the automatic action of the 
depletion of the Debt more than if the 
matter were in the hands of the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer. The present 


been 


| Chancellor of the Exchequer said that 
par made them more or less lottery | 


it was his wish to redeem the Debt as 
much as possible; but, for himself, he 
liked much better an arrangement which 
was concluded between the State and 
the bond-holder, and which removed 
the control from the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer in the redemption of the 
Debt. His hon. friend spoke of the Debt 
being increased by this five vears arrange- 
ment. Certainly it world be increased. 
Nobody believed that these bonds were 
going to be paid off by the year 1910, 
They had had already experience of the 
disappointment of expectations of the 
repayment of debt. His hon. friend 
said that if Exchequer bonds, instead 
of these bonds, had been issued, they 
could have been issued on much lower 
terms ; and in proof of that he quoted 
the Stock Exchange List of the previous 
day. That reminded him of the old 
saying that “If only I knew to-day 
what you will know to-morrow, how 
much richer both of us would be.” He 
thought the hon. Member must perceive 
that his argument was misleading. In 
his opinion the arrangement made by 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer was 
an excellent one ; and he liked it all the 
better because it was novel and would 
popularise this form of the repayment 
of the Debt. 


Str GEORGE BARTLEY said that 
the question whether these bonds 
were lottery bonds was so _ obscure 
that it ought to be ignored. He him- 


the manner he had dove in applying! self would have preferred that these 


Mr, Gibson Boules. 
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have been issued for| we were doing much more than we were, 


£20,000,000, to be redeemed by £2,000,000 | and he strongly urged that the House 


each year, instead of £10,000,000 to be 
redeemed by £1,000,000 each year. He 


agreed also that the number of the | 
different issues and the complicated way | 


in which the Debt redemption was 


arranged was a great misfortune. It | 
required many Questions, and the issue 


of many Papers, to get out the fact that 
this year the Debt had only been reduced 
by £3,000,000. Any one 


looking at | 


the ordinary Returns would have been | 
led to suppose that the amount of the | 


Debt paid off was 


£10,000,000. 


He | 


thought it was not creditable to this | 


country that we were only paying off | 


debt to the extent of £3,009,000 a vear. 
He thought that the £10,000,000 a vear, 
which most people thought we should pay, 


was the sum which ought to be paid. | 
Most people who read the speech of the | 


should take this matter in hand. In the 
interest of the Army, the Navy, the 
defence of the country, and of every 
other interest, financial and _ political, 
we should really pay off a much larger 
sum than this pittance of £3,000,009. 
In bygone days, when the country was 
not so rich, those responsible for the 
finances of the country made much 
greater efforts and the country was now 
deriving the benefit of them. It would 
be a sign of the degeneration, physical, 
mental, and moral of the present genera- 
tion if, in the repayment of debt, we 
could not do something far greater 
than at present. 


Question put. 
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*Mr. McKENNA said he desired 
to move the two Amendments he 
iad put upon the Paper in the form 
Amendment. He did not 
wish, in moving this Amendment, to go 
over the ground already covered on 
the Second Reading of the Bill at 
inv length, he would merely recapitulate 
briefly the arguments then stated. 
‘wo vears ago the fixed debt-charge was 
established at £27,000,000. At that time 


at one 


The right hon. Gentleman the Chancellor 
ot the Exchequer might no doubt say 
that when he now proposed to put the 
fixed debt-charge at £28,000,000, hon. 


Members were not satisfied, but wanted 


increased to £29,000,000, but the 
position had changed, and the £28,000,000 
how were only as effective as the 


£27,000,000 two vears ago. Every argu- 


inent then used against the debt- 
charge being less than £28,000,000 
was valid now against its being 
less than £29,000,009. Two years 


ogo we thought to get £34,000,000 
from the Transvaal, which was to be 
used In repayment of the Debt. 
£1,000,000 of that was to be obtained in 
the course of this vear, and that was to 
he applied in reduction of the Debt. Of 
he remaining £33,000,000 we had re- 
ceived £3,000,000, which-had not been 
used in reduction of debt, but to make 
up the deficiency of revenue in 1904. 
The remaining £30,000,000 we had not 
Of the £34,000,000 anticipated 
by the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Croydon in 1903, the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer was thus only able to use 
£1,000,000 this year for the purpose of 
the reduction of debt, and therefore we 


seeh, 
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were £33,009,000 worse off than when 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Croydon fixed the debt-charge 
at £27,000,000. Had that £33,000,000 
been received we should have been saved 
interest which we now had to pay to the 
extent of £920,000 a year, which was 
practically the equivalent of the 
£1,000,0090 now proposed to be added 
by the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
so that in fact the right hon. Gentle- 
man was only making up the excess 
which we now had to pay beyond 
the amount anticipated by the right 


hon. Member for Croydon in 1905. 
To-day we had the same Sinking 
Fund available out of a fixed debt- 


charge of £28,000,000 as was anticipated 
by the right hon. Member for Croy- 
don in 1903 would be obtained for a 
fixed debt-charge of £27,000,000, whilst 
the total amount of the Debt stood at 
£35,000,000 more than it would have done 
had the right hon. Gentleman’s 
anticipations been realised. It was not 
enough for the Chancellor of the Ex- 


chequer to say the total provision 
was ncw larger than it had _ ever 


been, nor was it sufficient to say the per- 
centage was larger in proportion to the 
total debt. 


There were other points to be 
taken into consideration, and those he 
wished shortly to bring before the Com- 
mittee. First, there was the pre- 
sent price of Consols. Our credit stood 
too low. The high price of Consols was 
given in 1899 by the Chanceller of the Ex- 
chequer of that time as a reason for reduc- 
ing the fixed debt-charge from £25,000,000 
to £23,000,000. The reverse of the 
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With | 


our | 


argument would apply to-day. 

Consols standing at 90, it was 
duty to make any reasonable sacri- 
fice to raise the price to par. Power 
to bcrrow at a low rate was one of the 
best of national defences. For the 
purpose »f renewing Treasury and Ex- 
chequer bonds the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer was every year the largest 
borrowerinthe market. In the course cf 
the present year he would have te borrow 
at least £40,000,000, mainly for the 


purpose of renewing old debt. Last 
year the money was borrowed at an 


average rate of £5 4s. 4d. per cent., and 
the national credit standing at about 
the same level now as then, it was rea- 
sonable to assume that a similar rate 
of interest would obtain this year. Con- 
sols at their present price yielded to the 
investor £2 15s. 6d. per cent., but they 
were largely in the hands of holders who 
were not likely to come into the market ; 
and consequently Consols were at a 
much higher level than would be 
indicated by the rate at which the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer cculd 
borrcw on bills or bonds. What 
would be the effect if the mght hon. 
Gentleman had to borrow a capital sum 
in Consols ¢ At the very best he would 
have to borrow at the same rate 
as for bills or bonds, which would mean 
that the Consols would have to be 
raised not at 90, but at 80. That 
showed that by allowing the national 
credit to drop so low we were running 
a very grave risk in the event of war. Vast 
sums of money were spent every year 
during time of peace simply for the 
purpose of being ready for war. It was 
just as important for purposcs of defence 
that the national credit should stand 
high, and he submitted that it would be 
well worth while to spend one or two 
millions more a year in buying Consols 
in the open market in order to force 
Consols at least up to par, so that the 
national credit might stand again on a 
23 per cent. basis. By paving £3 4s. 4d. 
instead of £2 ICs. for interest there was 
a less of 14s. per cent., representing 
£290,000 a year on the £40,000,000, which 
had to be borrowed, and this sum would 
be saved automatically if the necessary 
sacrifices were made to bring the Sinking 
Fund up to a proper level. 


Mr, McKenna. 


<A 


{COMMONS} 





Bil. 


His second point was that we 
were not in fact paying off debt at all 
at the present time. The Chancellor of 
the Exchequer had stated that during 
the current year debt would be paid off 
to the extent of £3,000,000. There was 
provided in the fixed debt-charge a 
sum of £8,400,000 for the purpose of 
the Sinking Fund, and £1,600,000 would 
be provided on the Votes, making 
£10,000,000, and the right hon. Gentle- 
man had thrown in another £1,000,000 
which was to be received from the Trans- 
vaal. Against this total of £11,000,0.0 
there was new borrowing to the amount 
of £8,000,000, leaving a net reduction 
of debt of £5,000,000. But it was 
not paving off debt in the ordinary 
if were used for the 
purpose. The real amount by which 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer pro- 
posed to reduce debt this year was only 
£2,000,000 because the £1,000,000 from 
the Transvaal was an existiag capita] 
asset. So far from reducing debt since the 
war we had not been paying our way, with 
the result that three years after the war 
we should be actually £2,000,000 worse 
off than at the close of the war. That 
was not a satisfactory position for the 
country to be in. There were still over 
£14,000,000 to be borrowed on capita] 
liabilities, so that for at least another 
two years the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
would go on borrowing, and it was not 
too much to say that at the close of 1908 
debt would not have been reduced during 
the preceding five vears by any appreci- 
ablesumatall. It had to be remembered 
that all the purposes for which money 
was now borrowed used to be satisfied 
out of revenue, and if the present system 
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sense assets 


were continued it would ultimately 
mean that while an average amount 
of £7,000,000 a year was being 


borrowed, we should be repaying in 
interest and sinking fund on the total 
sum of such borrowings at least an equal 
amount. Thus the system would have 
to be brought to a close, but with what 
result to the taxpayer of the future ! 
He would be saddled with interest and 
sinking fund on the borrowed money to 
the extent of not less than £3,000,000 
a year, and he would have at the same 
time to meet out of revenue all those pur- 
poses for which money was now borrowed 


He submitted that that was a ground 








1277 Finance 
for a greatereffort being made, so long as 
the borrowings in respect of capital 
liabilities continued, to 
total amount of the Sinking Fund. 


' His third point was the inadequacy of the 
present Sinking Fund. In 1875-76, when 
the Debt stood at about the same figure 
as now, but the revenue was only half 
as large, Sir Stafford Northcote put the 
fixed debt-charge at £28,000,000. In 
the present year we were making a 
sacrifice of £2,000,000 for the reduction 
of debt. In Sir Stafford Northcote’s 
time, with half the revenue, the sacrifice 
was £3,500,000, so that even if the Sink- 
ing Fund were extended by £1,000,000, 
as he proposed, the level of sacrifice 
attained by the taxpayers of 1875-76 
would not have been reached. It had to 
be remembered that future wars would 
be vastly more expensive than past 
wars had been, and consequently if new 
debt had to be incurred for war purposes 
it would be in far larger amounts than 
hitherto. That meant that a comparison 
of the provision made for Sinking Fund in 
former years and the provision made to- 
day was not a useful comparison. Our 
resources for the repayment of interest 
and debt were far greater to-day than 
thirty years ago, and we ought to be 


willing to make greater sacrifices. This 
was not at all a Party question. Eco- 


nomists on both sides agreed that suffi- 
cient sacrifices were not being made at 


present, but their criticisms, valuable 
though they were, would never be 


effective unless they were backed by 
He believed that in the present 
condition of the House of Commons, 
if hon. Members opposite who had 
spoken strongly on this question merely 
threatened to support their speeches by 
their votes they would get their way in 
the matter. Savings could admittedly 
be made this year on Army expenditure, 
and by such savings the provision for 
the reduction of debt could easily be 
increased by £1,000,000. He appealed 
economists on both sides to insist 
that the Government should not be 
satisfied with a fixed debt-charge of 
£28,000,000 as now proposed. He begged 
to move. 


votes, 


tO 


Amendmeiit proposed— 
‘In page 4, line 2, to leave out the word 
* twenty-eight’ and insert the words ‘ twenty- 
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increase the | 


Bul. 127 


nine million pounds,’ whereof one million 
| pounds shall be paid by the Commissioners 
of Inland Revenue in such manner, by 
such paymeats, and under such regulations 
as the Treasury direct, to the Commissioners 
of the National Debt out of the proceeds of the 
estate duty.” —(Mr. McKenna.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘That the word 
‘twenty-eight’ stand part of the clause.” 
~~ 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
that if he remembered rightly, at an 
earlier stage of the proceedings. the 
Opposition, led by right hon. Gentlemen 
on the Front Bench, instead of supporting 
the endeavour the Government were 
making to increase the Sinking Fund, 
went into the lobby against any in- 
crease of the fixed debt-charge. He 
need say very little about the Amend- 
ment: itself, as probably the form in 
which it appeared on the Paper was 
dictated more by a desire to get round 
the rules of the House than by admira- 
tion of its exact wording. The two 
parts of the Amendment were incon- 
sistent the one with the other. By 
Section | of the Sinking Fund Act, 1875, 
the permanent annual charge was directed 
to be charged to and issued out of the 
Consolidated Fund, and that would be 
inconsistent with the procedure com- 
mended in the second part of the Amend- 
ment, which also was open to the objec- 
tion—and he was surprised that the 
hon. Member should be guilty of such 
tiscal heresv—that it attempted to inter- 


cept revenue before it reached the 
Exchequer. If the Amendment were 


put forward on its merits those observa- 
tions would be sufficient, probably, in 
the estimation of the hon. Member 
himself, to dispose of it. The Amend- 
ment, however, was put forward not 
on its merits, but as a vehicle for the 
suggestion that the amount devoted 
to the reduction of debt in the present 
year was insufficient. The hon. Member 
had dealt once again with the Transvaal 
contribution, but he did not propose to 
follow him in that, and he regretted 
that there should be further discussion 
upon it at the present time, because it 
was understood that it should be dealt 
with on the Motion that the clause 
stand part of the Bill. [“No.”] At 


any rate, at the present stage of the 
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discussion he did not wish to add any- 
thing to what he had already said upon 
that subject. 

It was said that it was a most 
urgent thing that they should make 
a larger contribution to the reduction 


Finance 


c# the National Debt, and one hon. | 
Member had suggested that he should | 


have used the whole of his surplus for 
that purpose. He thought an increased 
contribution for this purpose was emin- 


ently desirable and indeed urgent, but 
if they pressed this argument for a 


high Sinking Fund too far they might | 
defeat the object they had in view, be- 
cause they found it difficult to maintain | 
steadily even at a reasonable amount. 
At a time when taxation was already so 


high he could only repeat that in his | 
opinion he thought he had held the | 
scales fairly between conflicting interests | 
by devoting an additional £1,000,000 to | 


this purpose during the current year. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, | 


KE.) said he agreed with the hon. Member 
for Monmouth that the strength of a 
nation depended not so much upon its 
warlike forces as upon its financial re- 
source. He considered, therefore, 
the position of this country had been 
considerably weakened by its present 


financial position as compared with its | 


position five years age. Our Debt was 
not only much larger than it ought to be ; 
but larger than it was a year ago. If 


the Chancellor of the Exchequer had | 


adhered to all the taxation enforced 


a year ago he thought the Oppcsition | 
would not have done unwisely if they | 


had followed him inte the lobby in sup- 
port of retaining taxation in order that 
the Debt might have been by so much 
reduced. Tc show how impcrtant the 
financial resources of the nation were, he 
would instance the course of the war 


in the Far East, and the constant anxiety | 


of the Japanese and Russian Govern- 
ments, not so much to maintain the 
number and standard of their forces, 
but to borrow a_ sufficient 
of money at a low rate cf interest. 
And it was the extraordinary and 
complete recovery of the financial posi- 
tion of France which enabled her to 


shake off the yoke imposed upon her | 
by Germany and to resume her place | 


Mr, Austen Chamberlain. 
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among the foremost countries of the 


world. What had been instrumental 
in enabling us to take a foremost place 
in the councils of the world had been 
rather our extraordinary and superior 
command of money and all that money 
| carried with it than our Army and Navy. 
It was thcse potential resources that had 
| enabled this country to scramble through 
| contest after contest with other Powers. 
| because it had been fully realised by 
other nations that we could carry on 
hostilities longer than they owing to ow 
| financial resources. It seemed to him 
| that, in spite of our unparalleled pros- 
perity during the last ten years, we had 
wasted our resources on wrong objects, 
because we had had insufficient advice 
/and because the control which the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer ought to keep 
‘over other Departments of the State 
had been constantly relaxed, Vf this 
| proposal were carried, and we devoted 
more money to paying off our liabilities 
than we had hitherto done, we should 
have what was much more valuable than 
a gold reserve, we should have our credit 
unimpaired, and, more than that, it would 
be vastly increased. It was in our credit 
that the strength of this country lay. 


that | 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said he 
thought he could show that the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer was under a 
misapprehension as to what was the 
Consolidated Fund. After the revolution 
'of 1688, for 100 years every tax was 
allocated to a special purpose, and as a 
'matter of fact there were in the Customs 
alone seventy-five taxes, each devoted to 
its own particular purpose. In 1787 
they got rid of this system; the Con- 
| solidated Fund was instituted, and it was 
enacted that that should be the reservoir 
to which every public receipt should go 
and from which should flow every item 
of public expenditure. The Consolidated 
Fund had since then ceased to be entitled 
to its name through the practice of inter- 
cepting the moneys that belonged to it 
before they reached it. The hon. Member 
proposed to follow that example by his 
Amendment. What were the real merits 
of this matter? They had had the 
-advantage of an object-lesson, showing 
the extreme facility with which, when 
once the matter was understood, any 
Member of the House could take 
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hold of public money and apply it to 
any purpose he pleased. The hon. 
Member was the first who had done 
this. No Committee was required, no 
recommendation by a Minister of the 
Crown, and none of the ordinary financial 
securities which the House had placed 
around public money. Any Member 
at any moment might get up and move 
an intercepting Motion of this sort, 
applying the whole of the death duties 
to any purpose he chose in his wisdom 
select. He would remind some of 
the hon. Gentlemen from Ireland who 
were occasionally inclined to apply public 
:.oney to purposes which would benefit 
their country, that the hon. Member 
had taught a very great object-lesson. 
The hon. Member sought to intercept a 
nullion of money out of the estate duties 
and to add it to the permanent fixed 
charge for the National Debt. 

That our Sinking Fund was too low, and 
that it ought to be higher, was a belief 
which nobody had affirmed with greater 
industry than himself. It appeared to 
be perfectly wanton that we should go 
on with a fixed National Debt charge 
only £28,000,000, the sum which Sir Staf- 
ford Northcote apphed to a really smaller 
Debt, because we had not then the vast 
' ntunded Debt we had now. The sacrifice 
made by the community to get rid of the 
sreat burden of debt was greater when the 
Debt was smaller, and, therefore, he was 

strong advocate for increasing the 
Sinking Fund. He reminded the Com- 
rulttee that the financial enemy of the 
Sinking Fund was the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, There never was a Chancellor 
tf the Exchequer who got into financial 
lifficulty—and however short his tenure 
of office might be it was always long 
enough to get into financial difficulty— 


to 


but he attacked the Sinking Fund. A 
Chancellor of the Exchequer was a 


brigand by nature. When he met the 
Sinking Fund in the wood he robbed it ; 
this had happened time after time. It 
was a simple method of getting rid of 
iis obligations. There was one method 
by which a proper Sinking Fund could 
be maintained in such a way thai no 
Chancellor of the Exchequer could touch 
it. That method was to attach one 
source of revenue to the National Debt, 
say the estate duties. If the estate 
duties were affected to the National 
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'Debt—he did not mean to affect them 
alone, but in addition say, to another 
£16,000,000 —that part of the Sinking 
Fund would never be touched, because, 
although the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
wculd alwavs feel the same tempviation to 
rob it, he would be deterred from it by the 
insuperable dislike which the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer always felt to taking 
off existing taxation. If the House were 
to affect the estates duties to the Debt 
they might have confidence that that 
source of the Sinking Fund would not be 
tampered with. 


The repreach had been made that this 
Amendment was a wicked example of 
interception. Yes, but who showed 
the example? It had not been the 
unofficial Members, but the Government 
themselves. He had always strongly 
protested against it as a most improper 
thing to do. It had led to the falsifica: 
tion cf the public accounis and the 
deplecion of the Consolidated Fund, 
which was every vear £20,000.000 poorer 
than it should be on account of che 
violations and partial repeals of the 
Exchequer and Audit Act of 1866, which 
prescribed that all the money should 
go into the Gonsolidated Fund. The hon. 
Member’s Amendment was not out of 
order, and, after the strong advice he had 
himself given that the fixed National 
Debt charge should be increased, he felt 
bound to vote for the Amendment. 


*Mr. CAWLEY said the question 
whether we should get the £30,000,000 
contribution from the Transvaal was 
important at the present time. Certain 
of his hon. friends had expressed the 
opinion that we should not get the 
money. ‘An hon. friend wrote to a 
paper in which he said we had no right 
to claim the War contribution from the 
Transvaal, because we had conquered 
and annexed the country. It was, he 
said, the first time he had ever heard the 
South African War talked about as con- 
quering and annexing. He always thought 
that we went there to relieve the so-called 
intolerable oppression from which our 
countrymen and others were suifering. 
We had relieved them from that oppres- 
i sion, we had given them cheap dynamite, 
‘cheaper railway fares, cheap and abun- 
| dant labour, and he thought now was the 
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time when they ought to perform their 
part of the bargain. Not only so, but we 
had in doing this reduced the cost of 
mining and extracting gold from the 
quartz lower than ever it was before, 
and thus greatly benefited the people 
of the Transvaal. For the gold mines 
were the Transvaal, and the Transvaal 
South Africa, therefore. in helping the 
mining industry we had helped everyone 
dependent upon it. For these reasons 
he thought the people of the Transvaal 
ought not and would not be guilty of 
the dishonourable evasion of a_ fair 
bargain and a just obligation. We had 
spent £230,000,000 on the war, and he 
thought it was the least they could do 
to make this small contribution to 
the heavilv-burdened taxpaver of this 
country. Besides that. we had pledged 
our credit for the guaranteed loan of 
£35,000,000, which was at the time con- 
sidered part and parcel of the bargain. 
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He supposed that quite half the shares in 
Transvaal mines were held by foreigners, 
and he could quite understand foreign 
shareholders in Germany and France and 
other places thinking they would rather 
have the £30,000,000 in their pockets 
than employ it in giving relief to the 
British taxpayer. But it was said that 
those people who arranged to pay the 
money were not at all representative, 
that they were merely a few people met 
together with the right hon, Gentleman 
the Member for West Birmingham. That 
was a mistake. Rightly or wrongly, they 
were the people who organised the 
agitation which led to the petition that 
ultimately led to the war. They were 
looked upon as leaders by the people of 
the Transvaal, and it was with the 
sanction of the people of the Transvaal 
that those great leaders of the mining 
industry made those representations to 
this country. Now those very same people 
had a perfect right to pledge the credit of 
the Transvaal in the way they had done. 
To say that there was no debt of honour 
was a great mistake. He could not 
think that cur kith and kin across the 
seas would, fcr a moment, try to wriggle 
out of this honourable undertaking 
given by their leadets. 


The right hon. and learned Member 
for Dumiries, with whom on this question 
of the war he generally agreed, spoke of 


Mr, Cawley. 
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the enormous debt per head of the white 


population of the Transvaal. It was an 
enormous debt per head, but they had 
enormous resources. And at present 
kaffir and coolie labour was increasing 
in very much greater ratio than white 
labour. Therefore, the more kaffir and 
coolie labour increased, the richer would 
become the country, yet the debt per 
head would remain and possibly increase, 
There was nothing in the argument 
to take the debt per bead, because they 
had to consider the enormous resources 
cl the Transvaal. He did not believe 
the leaders in the Transvaal would 
try to get out of this debt, and therefore 
they ought to deprecate anything said 
in that House which would give them an 
excuse for thinking that they ought not 
ito pay. If they thought that contribu- 
ition too much, no doubt this country 
would be very glad to ccnsider any 
reasons for reducing it. He would sug- 
get, in order to make the burden as 
light as possible, thar this country should 
guarantee a loan of £15,000,000. Of the 
ability of the Transvaal to pay there 
could be no doubt—in fact the profit 
accruing to the Government from the 
Premier Mine would be enough to pay 
the interest at 3 per cent. ona loan of 
£15,000,000. He said again that for the 
people of the Transvaal to attempt to 
wriggle out of their just obligation would 
be a dishonest and dishonourable course. 





Str JOHN GORST (Cambridge Uni- 
versity) said he had listened a short time 
ago to the pessimistic statement made 
by the hon. Member for Monmouthshire 
as to the decline in British securities. 
He did not think there was any reason 
for despairing about British securities. 
It was quite true that when we were 
borrowing huge sums of money to carry 
on the South African War, naturally 
British securities fell in the market. 
After the war was over they all thought 
that the securities of the British Govern- 
ment would recover, but that expectation 
had been disappointed. The reason was 
obvious. It was because the world, 
instead of settling down to industry and 
commerce, saw the outbreak of another 
great war between Russia and Japan. 
These countries were, in order to carry 
on the war, borrowing funds frcm the 
Western markets. Until that war was 
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over it was unreasonable to expect eny 
cheapness of money. After all, a 24 per 
cent, security at 90 was just the same 
thing as a 3 per cent. security at L0&. He 
did not think the Chancellcr of the Ex- 
chequer could reasonably be called upon 
to increase the Sinking Fund more than 
he bad done for the purpose of restoring 
British credit. British credit was very 
good at the present moment. Great 
Britain could borrow money as cheaply 
as any other country in the world. [An 
Hon. MemBer on the Opposition 
Benches: The United States.] It 
was said that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer ought to have raised the Sink- 
ing Fund by more than £1,006,000, and 
that he cught to have put it in the 
same condition it was under the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Croy- 
don. He remembered that the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Croydon 
would have raised the Sinking Fund to 
£28,000,000, but that he believed the 
Transvaal Government would repay 
very quickly the war contribution of 
£30,000,000. The present Chancellor of 
the Exchequer did not count on the repay- 
ment of that debt. He thought that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had made 
a very reasonable provision for the repay- 
ment of the National Debt, and that there 
was no fear of any decline in the credit 
of this country. 


Mr. DILLON said that the right hon. 
Gentleman opposite declared that the 
yreat fall in English securities was only the 
same as had occurred in regard to the se- 
curities of all other nations. That was nct 
the case. While the credit of England 
had fallen, that of Italy had enormously 
increased, and the same was true of 
many other countries. There was no 
getting out of the fact that England had 
now to pay £3 2s. 6d. interest for a loan 
extending over ten years. He insisted 
that that was a tremendous fall in the 
credit of England. In spite of what 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
and other experts had said, English 
Consols had fallen to the very lowest 
point and showed no sign of recovery. 
That invelved an enormous loss to this 
country and especially to Ireland. The 
sufficiency of the Sinking Fund was 
inextricably bound up with the question 
of the payment of the Transvaal in- 
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demnity ; and what he complainedjot 
was that in all these recent discussions 
the House of Commons had been treated 
most unfairly. They could never get 
at the real facts of the situation. They 
had been told by successive Chancellors 
ot the Exchequer that the Sinking Fund 
was to be increased as soon as peace was 
restored. But not a penny additional 
had been paid off the Debt. In 1903 the 
Debt of the country was £798,349,000 
and the assets were £5,283,000. There- 
fore the net debt was £793,066,000, 
In the present year the Debt was 
£796,736,000. The realisable assets of the 
county had declined by over £3,000,000 ; 
so that the net Debt had increased! by 
about £1,500,000 as compared with two 
years ago. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES asked if the 
hon. Member included the Suez Canal 
shares in his estimate. 


Mr. DILLON said he did not include 
the Suez Canal shares, because they were 
not to be sold. They were not in the 
sense liquid assets. The speeches of 
successive Chancellors of he Exchequer 
were most misleading in this re pect, 
Last year the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, being in a difficulty, annexed 
£1,000,000 of unclaimed dividends, of 
which there was no entry in the Return. 
That, in his opinion, vitiated the Return 
to that extent. The total net result 
was, although the figures were covered 
by complexity and confusion, that the 
country now owed £2,500,000 more than 
it did two years ago. 


The question of the Transvaal contribu- 
tion was another illustration of the unfair- 
ness with which the House of Commons 
was being treated. Two years ago the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Croydon 
delivered a most optimistic speech in in- 
troducing his Budget. He indicated that 
the Debt would vanish away like a morn- 
ing’s mist before the sun. The right hon. 
Gentleman then said that before de- 
ciding what the annual debt-charge 
should be, the Committee should con- 
sider the arrangement entered into by 
his right hon. friend the then Secretary 
for the Colonies, under which £4,000,000 
was to be obtained from the Transvaal 
immediately, and, in the course of the 
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succeeding three years, a sum of 
£30,000,000 towards the expenses of the 
war. The right hon. Gentleman accord- 
ingly fixed the annual debt-charge at 
£27,000,000. However, not a penny had 
been received from the Transvaal; and 
there was now a worse prosp:ct of getting 
anything than there was three years ago. 


The whole financial structure of the 
right hon. Gentleman the late Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer was based on the 
assumption of the receipt of £30,000,000 
from the Transvaal. He calculated that 
on March 3st, 1908, the Debt would be 
reduced to £694,000,000 ; and that the 
Sinking Fund would be £8,841,000, or 
1°25 per cent of the Debt. Now they 
were half way to the stated time and 
instead of the Debt being reduced it had 
been increased by £2,500,000. The right 
hon. Gentleman stated that the whole 


of this gigantic Debt would be wiped out | 


in fifty years. Yet the Debt was increas- 
ing at the rate of £1,000,00) a year. 
After the previous great war Sir Stafford 
Northcote fixed the annual debt-charge 
at £28,000,000, although the Debt was 
then £30,000,000 less than at present. 


That charge was maintained until the | 
Debt was reduced by £100,000,000. Dur- | 


ing the recent war £159,000,000 had been 
added to the Debt, and the country did 
not make even the most ordinary effort 


to repay a war debt in time of peace. | 
the | 
Member for West Bristol was Chancellor of | 
again with a defence of his action, because 


When the right hon. Gentleman 


the Exchequer he said he proposed to 
raise the war expenditure by means of 


bonds, not by an addition to the Debt. | 


The latter, he added, would only be 
justified in the case of war with a first- 
class Power. 
character of the Power. 


That had reference to the | 
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the country to discharge this war 
taxation. The House of Commons had 


288 


‘not been treated fairly in the matter. 


| would take a back seat now. 


| being ‘‘hung up” and deluded, 


Was it not better to face the matter and 
deal with it honestly instead of being led 
on like a pack of fools by Chancellor of the 
Exchequer after Chancelor of the 
Exchequer telling them that they were 
going to get the money shortly? They 
were not going to get the money, but 
they were going to give General Botha 
and the Responsible Government Associa- 
tion, largely composed of Englishme i, 
the most popular ery they could possibl; 
have. They were going to lose this 
money, but not by generosity, not by 
doing frankly and handsomely what they 
would have to do in the end meanly and 
contemptibly, and thev were going to set 
up an agitation in the Transvaal in which 
they would have every man in South 
Africa against them. The mineowners 
would not mind. They had got all they 
wanted—their £35,000,000, their cheap 
dynamite, and their Chinamen. They 
He pro- 
tested against the House of Commons 
It wis 
a shame for responsible Ministers to 
delude the country by building up the 
financial system of the Budget on the 
assumption that they would ever get a 
shilling of the money. 


Mr. RITCHIE (Crovdon) said he was 
sorry to have to trouble the Committee 


he had already explained it more than 
once very fully. The remarks just made 
by the hon. Gentleman with regard to 
the payment of this contribution from 
the Transvaal were not at all likely to 


| improve our prospects of obtaining that 


Sir M. HIOKS BEACH (Bristol, W.) : | 


And the cost of the war. 


Mr. DILLON said that the condition | 


was war with a first-class Power; and 
no one would contend that the Transvaal] 
was that. 


The right hon. Gentleman | 


which was undoubtedly due. When he 
thought of the amount arranged as that 
contribution he regarded it as a tribute 
to the great moderation of this country, 
One would almost imagine that the hon. 


| Member held a brief for repudiation. Not 


only the words he uttered, but the tone 


further stated that he hoped the war | 


debt would be paid off in two years or 
sooner. Of course, the right hon. Gen- 


tleman was then ,only contemplating | 


in which he uttered them, constituted a 
direct incitement to those who desired to 
repudiate obligations properly under- 


| taken. 
| 


an expenditure of £10,000,000. There | 
was an obligation on the part of| ing the example of the Morning Post. 


Mr. Dillon. 


Mr. DILLON said he was cnly follow- 
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Mr. RITCHIE thought the hon. Mem- | 
ber preceded the Morning Post. Heremem- 
bered a speech made by the hon. Gentle- | 
man much on the same lines many weeks 
ago. Coming tothe complaint madeagainst 
him for his optimism in assuming, when 
framing his Budget, that this contribution 
would be received, what was the financial 
position at that time? The country had 
been groaning under extraordinanly 
heavy burdens of taxation for some years, 
and all classes of the community were 
suffering in consequence. Trade was 
depressed, and he was naturally anxious 
to moderate these burdens. When he. 
had to decide what amount of Sinking | 
Fund he was prepared to recommend to | 
the House, was he, in his natural and 
proper survey of the money likely to | 
come in not only in that year but in the | 
succeeding vear, to leave out of account 
the arrangement for the payment of | 
£30,000,000 from the Transvaal? It | 
must be remembered that he had before | 
him not only the views which the 
Colonial Office held on the subject, but | 
views which had been arrived at after 
careful consideration on the spot by the 
right hon. Gentleman the then Colonial | 
Secretary, and all information which was 
in the possession of the Colonial Office. 
He had to take that into account. Not 
only that. It was his duty to study 
carefully for himsel! all the bases on which | 
the right hon, Gentleman had rested the 
belief that this money would be received. 
Having done so, he came to the con- 
clusion, independently of the right hon. 
(rentlenian, that they had a perfect right 
to expect that the money would be 
received in due time. So far as the first 
payment was concerned, the subscription 
of the first £10,000,000 was practically 
guaranteed by those most able to give 
that guarantee inthe Transvaal. He had 
every reason to expect from the financial 
statement of the resources of the Trans- | 
vaal sent to him by Lord Milner that the 
revenue of the Transvaal would be such 
during the next three years as would 
amply provide for all the cost of ad- 
ministration in the Transvaal as well as 
for the interest of the debt which would 
be created for the contribution. But, of 
couse, as every one knew, the view then 
taken, both by himself and others and all 
who had studied the matter, was too 
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optimistic. He did not pretend to be a 
prophet at all. He judged from the 
material at his hand at the time; and he 
came to the conclusion that when he 
had to settle the burden to be put on 
the taxpayers of this country he not only 
had the right, but it was his bounden 
duty, to consider that during the three 
years, including the one in which he was 
speaking, there was every reason to 
believe in the receipt of £10,000,000 a 
vear from the Transvaal. He arranged 
his Budget accordingly, and everything 
quoted from his speech would have been 
fully justified had the contribution been 
paid. It would have been true that the 
amount of the Sinking Fund would have 
been greater than any percentage of 
previous times. It turned out that the 
rosy views of the prospects of the 
Transvaal, of its revenue and its progress, 
were not justified. 
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Earlier in the afternoon it had 
been asked why payment of the 
first £10,000,000 was not insisted on. 
reason was perfectly obvious. 
It was true that there was a guarantee 
from the mineowners, but what the 
Government had to consider was not the 
question of taking up the £10,000,000. 
About that there was no doubt at all. 
What they had to consider was the 


possibility of the Transvaal being 
in a position to find the interest 
on the debt. They had to consider 


whether they should exercise the power 
of compelling the Transvaal, whose 
conditions were, of course, extremely 
grave, to issue a loan when the finance of 
the country showed it was quite im- 
possible that the interest on the loan 
could be paid along with the other charges 
necessary for carrying on the govern- 
ment, It would have been the height of 
folly to insist upon the loan being issued 
in these conditions merely because the 
floating of £10,000,000 had been guar- 
anteed. He could conceive no greater 
disservice that could be done either 
to the Transvaal or this country than 
to have insisted on doing such a pre- 
posterous thing. 


*Mr. McCRAE said the right hon. 
Gentleman forgot that the Transvaal was 
asked to raise a loan of £35,000,000, | 

2¥ 








1291 Finance {COMMONS} Bul. 1292 


Mr. RITCHIE said that was all the | he then had, he was justified in taking 
more reason for not putting the other | the course which he did. 
burden upon the colony. ‘The 
£35,000,000 loan was for purposes} Mr, EMMOTT (Oldham) said he had 
altogether different. It was mainly | no desire to blame the right hon. Gentle- 
for the purposes of the development | man the Member for Croydon for having 
of the Transvaal itself, and for the ‘been misled by the invincible optimism 
payment in the Transvaal of money to) of the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
those to whom it was owing. It was | for West Birmingham. The right hon. 
after considering that the interest on | Gentleman the Member for West 
that loan would have to be debited to | Birmingham had misled the Member 

an ml ; A e 
the revenue of the Transvaal that they | for Croydon, misled the Government, 
found it impossible to imsist upon} and misled the House of Commons, 
£10,000,0°0 being raised at that time. | Where wis he? How was it that when- 
} } } 1 s pe. 
He hod greater hopes than the hon. | ever debates arose about this £30,000,000 
Gentlenian of the future of the Transvaal. | Joan the right hon. Gentleman was 
He believed its future would be one 0! | peyer in his place? This mania on 
boundless prosperity. “He based that | the part of some Members on the other 
opinion, not only on the produce of the | cide for running away whenever an awk- 
mines, but on the agricultural future | ward question arose was really becoming 
before the colony. He did not take the 2 matter of considerable inconvenience 
picsdallag the new body which __ | to the House of Commons, and ought to 
created was likely to repudiate that | be severely reprobated. The right hon. 
which was undoubtedly properly and) Gentleman the Memler for Croydon had 
iairly due to us; ouly he did not think | .tated that the sum of £30,000,000 was 
the best way of maiataining good | undoubtedly and justly due. Could he 
— with the Transvaal = to | give any instance in modern times in 
eideavour to incite the peupe there to) which one country which had been con- 
repudiate the undertaking which those | quered by another had been made 
who were at the time responsible gave to| hy that other co:ntry to pay part 
us. His muin object, however, was to) of the cost of the war? The right hon. 
show that from the information he then | Gentleman had also said that the 
had in his possession, he wis not only | amount of the claim—z.e., the £3,000,000 
justified in so doing, but would have been | __ya; 4 tribute to our moderation, 
deserving of condemnation if he hal net | that we might reasonably have asked 
take. ito account that large sum of | for more, and he had also accused the 
money which ye had every ahaa to hon. Member for Kast Mayo of inciting 
expect from the Transva\land which, in| the inhabitants of the Transvaal to 
the opinion of the Government, would in repudiate the loan. He ventured to say 
course of time come into the British | that there was something very much 
Exchequer. /more important than the repudiation of 
the loan, viz., our future relations with 

Mz. DILLON said he made no charce | the lransvaal and the great danger that 
the inhabitants might feel that we were 
pressing unduly for our pound of flesh. 





of want of good filth on the part of the 
rigit ho». Gentleman. Whit he com- 


plained of was tht false information had Sis wanted ty ack the Mian t0-consin 
been systematically seit from South | 


; : | the sctual facts of the case. In the first 
Africa to delude this country. place there was no guarantee as to the 
| £30,000,000, The guarantee was for the 

Mr. RITCHIE said he was not at- | £10,000,000, and the guarantors were 
tributing any charge to the ho»./ perfectly willing to carry that out. All 
Member; he was simply defending b's | he knew as to the £30,000,000 was that a 
own action. No one regretted more than  reso!ution was passed by certain persons 
he did that the hopes of the Government | in Johannesburg approving the principle 
had been disappointed; but, while he «fthe loan. That approval was subject 
admitted he had been too optimistic, Le | to conditions; in the first place the 
repeated that, looking at tie information | financial position of the Transvaal was to 
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allow of it; in the second place, no tax 
was to be placed on land; in the third 
place, only 10 per cent. was to be put on 
mining profits; and, in the fourth place, 
it was not to hinder the development of 
the Transvaal. He did not think any- 
body could call that a guarantee, neither 
could they call ita debt of honour on 
the part of the country. The people who 
passed the resolution were houad in 
honour to try to induce the country to 
pay the £30,000,000, but that was the 
only obligation of honour that pertained 
to the matter. It was true that other 
circumstances had arisen since. It was 
true that the £30,000,000 loan was made 
an excuse for inducing us to allow the 
introduction of Chinese labour. It was 
true that diamonds had been found in 
the Premier Mine. But it was rather 
a monstrous doctrine that we should 
to take advantage of the 
Premier Mine, except in so far as it 
relieved the financial situation there, in 
order to enforce the £5),000,000 or any 
part of it. If wedid that we shou!d be 
straying dangerously near to the principle 
of interfering with taxation—a principle 
that lost us our American Colonies 100 
years ago. 


see k 


Would anybody venture to say that 
the conditio.'s laid down for the issue of 
the £30,0,0,000 loan were likely soon 
to be found in the Transvaal? His hon. 
friends on the Opposition Benches, 
although they might not agree with the 
hon. Member for Hist Mavo or himself 
about the matter, practically all agreed 
that we were not going to get this money, 
but a great many of them said we ought 
to try to get it. Ona previous occasion, 
when dealing with this matter, he made 
an appeal on ‘ broad Imperial grounds,” 
and the phrase was somewhat laug'ied at. 
Might he remind his hon. friends that the 
enthusiastic lovalty of our Colonies was 
due to the principles adopted and pushed 
by the Liberal Party, principles that gave 
them freedom to direct their action as 
they liked and principles that gave them 
absolute fiscal autonomy ? He admitted 
that the Liberal Party stumbled upon 
those principles almost by chance. Some 
members of the Liberal Party desired to 
make it easy for the Colonies “ to cut the 
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Bill. 
nently; let us give them autonomy.” And 
autonomy was given, with the result that 
our self-governing Colonies had become 
enthusiastically loyal. It was because 
he saw in the great eagerness of this 
House to enforce this £30,000,000 loan a 
danger of interfering with that funda- 
mental principle of fiscal autonomy that 
he ventured to ask the House to pause. 
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He knew that those who took the line 
he was taking would be taunted with incit- 
ing to repudiation. He was not inciting 
the people of the Transyaal to repudiation. 
We had « pertect right to the £350,000 
which we had saved them by guaranteeing 
the £35,000,000 loan, and we were fully 
entitled to ask for the issue of the 
£10,000,C00, because the interest would be 
paid by that £350,000. But if we sought 
to impose the further loan, he was con- 
vinceed that the Het folk and the 
Responsible Government Association 
would inevitably use the refusal to find 
the money as one of the chief planks in 
the first contested election under the new 
Constitution. That would be a serious 
matter, because it would inevitably stir up 
bad blood between them and us. Evenif 
he stood alone—but he was glad to know 
that he did not—he would beg the 
House seriously to consider this matter, 
and not in any way to seek to enforce 
the loan. If the people of the Transvaal 
chose to send us the money, well and 
good, but let there be no talk about a 
“debt of honour.’ There was no debt 
of honour, but there was an obligation 
of honour upon certain individuals who 
had no right to speak for anybody but 
themselves and the association they 
directly represented. They did not 
represent the oers or a great portion of 
the whites. He a) pealed to the House 
to leave the matter to the people, and 
not to be disappointed if we did not get 
any of the money. Beyond the 
£10,000,000, he doubted whether we 
ought to claim the money; he did not 
think we ought. but he was certain we 
should not get it, and he wished the 
House would see the wisdom of giving up 
the claim. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
he had been in the House a good many 


painter,” but they at any rate said, | years, but he had never heard a more 
“We cannot keep them by force perma- ! unprovoked, more ungenerous, and more 


2¥2 
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unfair outburst than that with which the 
hon. Member for Oldham began his 
speech. 





Mr. EMMOTT: Why is it unfair ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
he supposed the subject of the Transvaal 
Loan was sufficiently germane to the 
Finance Bill to admit of its being dis- 
cussed in this clause, but there was 
nothing in the clause itself to suggest 
that such a discussion would arise, and 
there was nothing either in the Amend- 
ments on the Paper to suggest it. Yet 
the hon. Member, in the absence of the 
Member for West Birmingham, and with- 
out giving what was usual between private 
Members—notice to the Member whose 
conduct he proposed t» challenge—— 


*Mr. EMMOTT: I think the right hon. 
Gentleman is perfectly fair in that. I 
ought not to have attacked the Member 
for West Birmingham for his absence 
this afternoon, and I withdraw that part 
of what I said entirely, but I cannot with- 
draw it entirely as regards previous 
occasions when he has not been here. I 
ought not to have said it in reference 
to this afternoon, and I am sorry. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
he wished the hon. Member would 
withdraw the whole, but he should 
say no more about it. As to the debate, 
he could only beg the House to 
consider whether it did in fact advance 
any national interest by such a 
discussion. He needed scarcely to say 
that he did not in any wavy share in the 
criticism directed against his hon. friend 
the Member for Croydon for his Budg-+t 
speech two years ago, or for the anticipa- 
tiois which he then made. Although 
the result of the nast two vears had be>nto 
show that he had expected the prosperity 
of the Transvaal to come earlier than in 
fact it had done, he did not doubt to-day, 
any more than the rigit hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Croydon did, th t there 
was a great and prosperous fi.ture before 
the Transvaal, and that it might be well 
withia its p»wer in the future to fulfil the 
obligation which they had anticipated 
might have been fulfilled in the course of 
the three years spoken of; but he did 
ask whether the national interest or the 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 


(COMMONS) 
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Impzrial interest was served by a series 
of speeches in which our fellow-subjects 
in the Transvaal were alternately told 
that they were too mean to pay, that they 
ought not to be called upon to pay, that 
they were too poor to pay, and that they 
ought to be ashamed of themselves for 
not paying. He did not believe any of 
these lines was calculated to promote 
either good feeling or mutual respect, or 
to secure a settlement of this question 
as he hoped it would be settled, and as 
he was sire it ought to ve settled, by the 
common support of both Parties acting 
in support of common Imperial interests 
and with a common regard to the honour 
and dignity of the British name. He 
appealed to the Co nmittee to bring to a 
clo-e a discussion whick led to no useful 
result, in order that they might start 
clear on Monday with the first of the 
new clauses which raised the important 
question of the coal duty, and which he 
was as anxioes as other hon. Members 
should begin at the most convenient time. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) 
said that if anv hon. Members took the 
trouble t» look through the accounts of 
bankers they would find an item “ doubt- 
ful debts.” Why was that put in! 
Everybody knew that doubtful debts 
meant — bad debts. What they 
complained of was that the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer persisted in_ treat- 
ing this very doubtful debt as a 
positive asset. He did so in his caleula- 
tions, and they had not got a larger 
Sinking Fund because of this asset. He 
should like to know whether an actuary 
in the City wouid say that this debt was 
worth more than £1,000,000_ sterling. 
Could the right hon. Gentleman induc: 
any firm in the City to give him £1,000,000 
sterling for this debt? It was all very 
well for the Chancellor of the Exec! equer 
to take a singuine view of the Transva:l 
and say he was sure they would pay this 
debt. They might sav that of anv kind 
of property. They might say it in regard 
to land, but if a mortgage was asked for 
upon land, it woald only be advan:ed in 
proportion to the actual value and not 
accord ng to the prospective chance value. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer said 
they were doing a bad service to the 
cause of Imperialism when his hon. 


friend the Member for Oldham said he 
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did not think the Transvaal ought to be 
called upon to pay this debt. They 
must deal with actual facts and not 
probabilities, and surely his hon. friend 
had a right to protest against the right 
hon. Gentleman taking this asset as 
being of any actual value. 


The right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for West Birmingiam went to South 
Africa, end they were t ld thit they would 
at least get £40,000,000, £50,000,000, or 
even £50,090,C0O)0 from the Transya:l. 
That was the prevalent idea at that time. 
The right hon. Gentleman’s bargain was, 
“T will guarantee interest on £35,000,000, 
provided you will agrce to ruise a loan of 
£50,000 090 in consideration of what 
you owef r the war.’ ‘The right hon. 
Gentlemin’s boast was that this was 
not as much as it ought to have 
been, but in his opinion “ 
hand was worth two in the bush.” If 


tie right hon. Gentleman had com> | 


hom: with this £30,000.000 instead of 


tie benevolent guarantee that these | 


millionaires would pay, or if he had 
come back with god bills saying that 
they would take the risk, then he should 
have suid that he had made a_ good 
bargain. 
they were to have this £50,000,000 some 
time, They now knew that the Trans- 
vaal could not pay it, and all they had 
got was a promise to pay. They had 
derived no benefit whatever from the 
loan they had guaranteed. He was sorry 
that the right hon. Gentleman the Mem- 
ber for West Birmingham was _ not 
present, because he should have liked 
an explination from him as to why he 
inade this extremely bad bargain. He 
did not think the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer ought to take it into his con- 


{24 May 1905} 


a bird in the | 


But he came home and _ said } 


Bill, 


sideration at all, because if they got this 
money it would be simply wonderful. 
He would suggest that they should say 
to the gentlemen who guaranteed this 
money, “ You pay the £10,000,000 down 
and agree to raise the interest on the 
| balance as a specific debt to be charged 
| upon your mines,” That would be a 
good bargain for this country. He pro- 
tested against the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer perpetually treating this debt 
as a good asset, because it was not a 
good asset. If he were one of the 
inhabitants of the Transvaal, and not 
connected with the mines, he should 
object to this debt. The right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Bir- 
mingham, when he was in South Africa, 
icalled a meeting of some of the mine- 
| owners and they made this bargain with 
him. He wished to know what right 
ithey had to pledge the country. 
| They were told that it was a matter 
of honour with the Transvaal to pay, bui 
| the people of the Transvaal had not 
pledged themselves to pay. The right 
hon. Gentleman said that the guar- 
'anteed loan was intended to develop 
ithe country, but who would benefit 
by that. Why, the mineowners. A 
| large amount of the money had been 
spent upon railways, and the mine- 
owners were the persons who mainly 
| benefited by railways. They had largely 
| benefited by the expenditure of the 
| £35,000 000 loan, and therefore they 
| ought to be ready themselves to pay the 
| £30,000,009. 
| 
| 
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| Question put. 

| 

| 

| a 

| The Comm'ttee divided :—Ayes, 226; 
Noes, 181. (Division List No. 178.) 





AYES. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, AugustusHenry Eden 
Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Rt. Hn. Hugh O 
Arvol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


Balfour, Capt. 
Balfour, RtHn. 


Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Manch’r 


Balfour, Kenne 
Banbury, Sir F 
Banner, John 8S. Harmood- 
Barry, Sir Francis T. (Windsor) 
Bartley, Sir Ge 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn Sir H. | Beach, Rt. Hn.SirMichael Hicks 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy | Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 


soulnois, Edmund 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brown, Sir Alex. H. (Shropsh.) 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Butcher, John George 
Campbell, J.H.M.(Dublin Univ. 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 

| Cavendish, V.C. W.( Derbyshire) 


C. B. (Hornsey) 
Gerald W( Leeds 
th R. (Christch. 
rederick George 


orge C. T. 


Bailey, James (Walworth) | Bignold, Sir Arthur | Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
| Big | Chamberlain, Rt. Hn. J.(Birm.) 


Bain, Colonel James Robert | Bigwood, James 

Bingham, Lord 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 


Baird, Johan George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 
Baldwin, Alfred 


| Chamberlain, RtHa.J.A.(Wore. 
Chamberlayne, T. (S’thampton 
Chapman, Edward 
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Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane,’Hon. Thos. H.A.E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Craig, Charles Curtis(Antrim, S. 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Denny, Colonel 
Dewar, Sir T. R. (Tower H’m’ts 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dixon 
Doughty, Sir George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Dyke, Rt.Hn. Sir WilliamHart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Rt. Hn. Ailywn Edw. 
Fergusson, Rt Hn.Sir J.(Manc’r 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, SirR. B.(Inv’rn’ss B’ghs 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flower, Sir Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Philip S.(Warwick,S. W. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 
Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 
Godson, Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin & Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
rordon, MajEvans (T’rH’ mlets 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs.) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Gunter, Sir Robert 
Hain, Edward 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG (Midd’x 
Hamilton, Marq.of (Lond’nd’ry 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashford 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem’th 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allen, Charles P. 

Ambrose, Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Austin, Sir John 

Barlow, John Emmott 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
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| Heath, SirJames(Staffords. NW 
| Helder, Augustus 

| Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford, W.) 
| Hickman. Sir Alfred 

| Hoare, Sir Samuel 

| Hope,J F (Sheffield, Brightside 
| Hoult, Joseph 

| Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham 
Hozier, Hon. James HenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jessel, Captain HerbertMerton 
Kennaway, Rt.Hon.SirJohnH. 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T.( Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt. Hn.Col.W. 
Kimber, Sir Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Sir Lees 

Lambton, Hn. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Sir Joseph(Monm’th 
Lawson.JohnGrant( Yorks. N.R 
Lee, ArthurH(Hants., Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Lockwood, Lieut.- Col. A. R. 
Long. RtHn. Walter (Bristol, S. 
Lowther, C. (Cuimb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver, Sir Lewis( EdinburghW 
Majendie, James A. 1. 
Maicolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Marks, Harry Hananel 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, Rt HnSirHE.(Wigt’n) 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon.J.Scott( Hants.) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William 

Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamst’ w 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Peel, Hn. Wm. R. Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
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Bell, Richard 

Benn, John Williams 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

| Bolton, Thomas Dolling 


Brigg, John 
| Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 


Bul. 


Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, S. Forde 

Aitchie, Rt. Hon.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
tutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Sir H. S. (Limenouse) 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, Sir H.( Renfrew 
Sinclair, Louis Romford 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Smith, RtHn J Parker( Lanarks 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, EdwardJas.(Somerset 
Stanley,Rt Hn. Lord (Lancs.) 
Stewart. Sir Mark J M*Taggart 
Stock, James Henry 

Stroyan, John 

Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thorburn, Sic Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Tuff, Charles 

Tufnell, Lieut-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Vincent,Col Sir CEH.(Sheffield 
Walrond, Rt Hn. Sir William HH. 
Welby, Lt.-Col. AC. E.(Taunton) 
Welby, Sir Charles GE.(Notts.) 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wilson, A.Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, SirW.H.( Yorks.) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 

Wylie, Alexander 

Yerburgh, RobertArmstrong, 
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TELLERS FoR THE AyeEs—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 





| Burns, John 

| Burt, Thomas 

| Buxton, Sydney Charles 
| Caldwell, James 

| Cameron, Robert 


| Bowles, T.Gibson (King’sLynn | Campbell, John (Armagh, S§.) 


Causton, Richard Knight 


Cawley, Frederick 
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Cheetham, John Frederick 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 

Crooks, William 

Delany, William 


Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 


| 


| 


| 
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| Kennedy, VincentP.(Cavan,W. | Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 


Kilbride, Denis 
Kitson, Sir James 


| Labouchere. Henry 


Lambert, Geor ze 


| Lamont, Norm in 

' Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Devlin,CharlesRamsay(Galway | 
| Leigh, Sir Joseph 
| Leng, Sir John 


Leese, Sir Joseph F( Accrington 


Levy, Maurice 
Lloyd-George, Dovid 
Lundon, W. 

Macnamara, D-. Thomas J. 


| MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 


MacVeagh, Jeremiah 


| M‘Arthur, William (Corawall) 


Findlay, Alexander( Lanark, NE 


Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. HerbertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grey, Rt. Hn. Sir E. (Berwick) 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Hammond, John 

Harcourt, Lewis 

Hardie, J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil) 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Healy, Timothy Michael 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharp 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E. 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Hutchinson, Dr.Charles Fredk. 
Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 

Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson, John 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson, E. 


M‘Crae, George 

M‘Fadden, Edward 

M’ Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 


| Nolan, Col. John P.(Galway,N.) 





Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 

O’ Brien, Kenda!(Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
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| Reid, Sir R. Threshie( Dumfries 
| Richards, Thomas(W.Monm’th) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 
Roe, Sir Thomas 
Runciman, Walter 
Russell, T. W. 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Seely. Maj.J.E.B.(tsleof Wight 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames. Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer, RtHn.C. R. (Northants 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Thomas, A. (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr) 
Thomas, J A(Glamorgan, Gower 
Tillett, Louis John 
Toulmin, George 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 


, Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 


O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) | 


O'Connor, James (Wicklow, W 


| O'Connor, John (Kildare, N.) | 
O’ Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 

| O'Dowd, John 

| O' Kelly, James (Roscommon,N 

| O'Malley, William 


O’ Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Parrott, Willian 

Partington, Oswald 

Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Pirie, Dunean V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Rea, Russell 


teddy, M. 


Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason, John Catheart(Orkney) 


| White, George (Norfolk) 
| Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
| Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, FredW(Norfolk, Mid ) 


| Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, J. W. (Worcestersh. N. 


Young, Samuel 


| Yoxall, James Henry 


| TELLERS FOR THE NOES—Mr. 


M‘Kenna and Mr. Dalziel. 4 





Question proposed, “ That the clause 
stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. DALZIEL (iXitkealdy Burghs) 
sald that as the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for West Birmingham was 
now in his place, it was only right, in the 
interests of decency and fair play, that he 
should be apprise of what took place 
in his absence. Several hon. Members 
had complained that on every occasion 
when the Transvaal war lcan con- 
tribution was discussed the right hon. 
Gentleman had never been present. He 





rather thought that on one occasion the 
r ght hon. Gentleman did make a speech 
on the subject, but at any rate complaint 
was made that he was not present that 
afternoon. That complaint was hardly 
justified, because the Amendment, as it 
stood on the Paper, give no indication 
that the question would be raised. But 
as the right hon. Gentleman was now 
present, and as he was the person 
principally concerned in th's matter, 
he would probably avail himself of the 
opportunity which he, with great modesty, 
offered him of making an explanation. 
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The remarks he was making were 
not directed in any personal sense 


against the right hon. Gentleman, but he 
was the only person who was able to 
give the required information. 

The question was whether this guaran- 
tee received by the right hon. Gentleman | 
during his visit to the Transvaal was 
something which could be regarded as a | 
valuable asset or not. That was the | 
whole point. Were we or were we not to 
receive acontribution from the Transvaal 
towards the expenses of the war? It 
was said that the gentlemen who gave 
the guarantee had no authority to speak 
for the people of the Transvaal, and he 
believed that that was to a large extent 
true. It was a _ personal guarantee. 
They had now got to a point when there 
ought to be no humbugging or finessing. 
For two years they had been told that | 
the money market was unfavourable, but 
now it was very favourable, and still there 
was no attempt to issue this loan. He 
noticed that the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer had a consultation with the ex- 
Colonial Secretary. Had he still the. 
same confidence that the pledge would 
be redeemed ? His confidence was shaken. 
They could not blame the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, who was sitting there 
with a claim which he _ inherited. 
There was every indication that this | 
claim would be repudiated by the Trans- | 
vaal. It was on the threshold of repre- 
sentative government, and this matter 
would be made the subject of agitation 
and would be one of the governing issues 
in the colony unless the Imperial 
Government came to somedefinite opinion 
on the matter. Was this asset of any value, 
and did the Government attach any im- 
portance toit? Would the Government 
make any representation to the Transvaal 
that they must pay this contribution ? 
There was a complaint that they were 
apt, in discussing this question, to 
interfere with th» prospect of the con- 
tribution being paid. He admitted that | 





| 


might be so; but was the House to sit | contribute 


silent while no effort was being made hy | 


the Government. They had now arrived ' interested 
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Transvaal intended to repudiate responsi- 
bility in the matter. The right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West 
Birmingham had now an opportunity of 
explaining how the matter stood. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN (Birmingham; 


|W.): Tam much obliged to the hon. 


Member opposite for his good intentions 
in affording me the opportunity of which 
he has spoken. So far as he wishes to 


/have my opinion in the matter under 


discussion I am perfectly ready to give it 
to him, but he will understand that, as I 
am no longer in the Government, I can- 
not speak for the Government; I can 
only speak of what happened while I was 
a member of the Government. Before, 
however, I come to that, let me say that 
if anvone in my absence has been com- 
pla‘ning that I was not here to meet any 
charges that might be brought against m>, 
I think that is extremely unreasonable. 


I had not the remotest idea that anything 


in connection with the Transvaal loan 
was coming on this afternoon, and 
by the merest chance I happened to 
enter the House, and that only 
after the division had been called. 


Speaking for myself and not for the 
Government, I do not think there i 
anything I have ever sid on the subject 
of this loan which I wish now to with- 


ra 


5 


draw or change in tie slightest degree. 


It is quite likely that, speaking to this 


House, I expressed anticipations as to 


| the way this loan would be raised and 


this contribution would be made which 
time has showin to be too sanguine, but 
beyond that I cannot call to mind 
anvthing on which I need express a 
change of opinion now. What were the 
circumstances? [ think the majority 


of the people of this cou:.tr.—and none 


were more strenuous than hon. Geiitle- 


/Inen opposite—were of opinion that the 
| British subjects of the Transvaal were 


under an honourable obligation to 
towards the expense of the 
war in which they were so much 
, ant in which they had 


at a point when that policy had to cease. | entirely concurred. I share that opinion. 
e . r af ° ry 

They had aright to ask if the Transvaal | The only question was, What would be 

was going to pay. He did not suggest, a fair sum for them to pay, and under 


fora moment, that any undue pressure | what 


conditions? I went to the 


1 e . . 
should be brought to bear; but the! Transvaal with the idea of ear-marking 
q . 1 | . . . 
Committee ought to know whether the | certain sources of revenue and continuing 


Mr. Dalesel. 
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to set them to the credit of the Ex- 
chequer until a large fixed sum had been 
reached. But on the representations 


that were made when I went to South | 
Africa I agreed that that was not a wise | 
policy to adopt, that it was a kind of policy | 


which most probably would result in fric- 
tion and dissatisfaction, that it would be 
regarded as a tribute, and not only as a 
tribute, but it woull have caused a 
constant and perpetual interference on 
the part of the Exchequer of this country 
in connection with the finances of the new 
colony, a state of things which would be 
intolerable in a self-governing colony ; 
and, as my view was that we should 
treat the new colonies as far as possible 
as self-governing colonies, It was also, 
as I considered, intolerable in the pre- 
liminary stages. Therefore I had recourse 
to an attempt to agree upon a fixed sum 
which should be raised immediateiy, or 
as early as the market would allow, and 
which should be raised by way of lean, 
the transaction being thus concluded at 
the earliest possible moment and in the 
simplest possible way. 


was that view of 
the arrangement which was __ ulti- 
mately come to assented to? Of 
course the Boers did not assent to it. 
However fair it might be that they should 
pay some sort of indemnity for the war 
they commenced, you could not expect 
them to assent to the arrangements made 
willingly and voluntarily ; but I must say 
that, at the time of which I am speaking, 
there did not seem to be any strong 
feeling —not a particle—and the reason 
was that they were more anxious for 
other things, and knew perfectly well that 
a very small proportion of this tax could 
under any circumstances fall upon them. 
They saw, as did everybody else, that it 
was really a question how much the gold 
industry, speaking widely and including 
every class engaged in it, from the 
millionaire to the smallest labourer, 
should pay. Of thxt interest the repre- 
sentatives that were got together were, 
I think, most satisfactory. There was not 
a branch of the industry, no important 
section of the industry, which was left 


Now, by whom 


out, aud we specially took care to call | 
upon the representatives of the working | 


classes, who app2ared at the final meeting. 


This meeting sent to me a resolution | 
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| which was passed by the whole of those 
| present with the exception of four, agree- 
ing and pledging themselves to give their 
support in every way in their power. 
The four who did not sign that statement 
or requisition were the four working men. 
After thi: was known—I think within 
twenty-four hours, or, at all events, forty- 
eight hours—these four gentlemen came 
to me to say that they had been mistaken, 
that they bad objected to some small 
question, but that they were entirely in 
favour of the contribution, and that they, 
the working men, were quite as ready 
to pay their share of the expense as 
anyone else. { may siy that the 
broad and patriotic view taken by 
them was confirmed by some of the 
smaller traie unions of the country. 
That is the position, and I have no reason 
whatever to believe that any of these 
persons have changed their opinions. 
{ am sure every one of them feels that he 
is bound in honour to do everything in 
his power to carry out that agreement. 


I confess I do not think it very en- 
couraging to them, indeed I think it is, 
if not insulting, most offensive to assume, 
as hon. Members opposite have done, that 
they do not mean to observe their obliga- 
tion. I think it is bad policy in the case 
of a debt of this kind to tell your debtor 
he is a fool if he pays. Ido not believe 
that that sort of argument will have any 
effect upon the men with whom I dealt. 
Tf you express the belief that they will 
be faise to their word it may be they 
will feel offended and not pay, and I cer- 
tainly do not think that you are assisting, 
I will not say the Government, but the 
people of this country, in obtaining the 
relief to which I think they are honestly 
entitled. If vou do not get the 
£30,000,000 [ think you are largely 
responsible for their default but that I 
do not anticipate. At that time every- 
body expected—that side of the House 
as well as this—there would be an 
immense development and increase in 
the prosperity of South Africa, and that 
that increase would take place im- 
mediately and continuously. [OprosITion 
cries of “ No.” ] Of course, if you hold me 
literally I will not say every one did, but 
| the majority did, and let me say also that 

those people whose business it is to 
govern their actions by ther knowledge 








1307 Finance 


or financial probaLilities had complete 
confidence in the future of the country. 
There was a beginning of the develop- 
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ment, but it came to an end very, 
soon. Instead of finding the gold | 
industry recovering as quickly as | 


we had anticipated it would, and that 
the development of other industries such 
as the copper and coal mines was making 
greater progress, we know for a time 
there was a very great depression. In 
consequence of that the conditions under 
which th’'s contribution was promised 
did not arise. they were postponed. It 
was a condition that we should not place 
on the Transvaal addit onal taxation for 
the purpose of paying interest on this 
contribution. Jt was another condition 
that we should not introduce the loan or 
f.rce the intrcduction of the loan at a 
time when the money market was un- 
favourabl>, and we undertook to consult 
financiers conversant with the matter 
before we put the loan upon the market. 
It is quite true that I thought the loan 
would be introduced, and that in less than 
three years the whole of the contribution 
would be paid. Jn that I have been dis 
appointed, and I think everybody with 
me. The trade, prosperity, energy, and 
enterprise have not come as quickly as | 
expected. Now I believe mest people 
think that things are improved. The hon. 
and learned Gentleman opposite shakes 
his head. 
Str ROBERT REI) (Dumfries 
Burghs): No, I only hope it may be so, 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I beg his 
pardon ; I thought by that gesture the 
hon. and learned Gentleman was express- 
ing dissent. All I can say is that all 
concerned in the Transvaal take a 
very hopeful view of the situation. It 
may have been impossible in the present 
year to furnish sufficient income to pav 
the interest on the first instalment of 
£10,000,000 in addition to what is re- 
quired for the needs of the Transvaal 
itself, but there is no reason whatever to 
doubt that the inoney wil be forthcom ng 
next year, and, if so, next year is the time 


when we ought to ask those who gave the | 


their 
acknowledged. 
had 


the Trans- 


assurance to do all in 
to get the obligation 
If His Majesty’s Government 


not decided to give to 
Mr, J. Chamberlain. 


power | 
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v.al a more liberal Constitu‘ion than 
it possessed before they could have gone 
to the Legislative Council—and_ there 
yas not the least doubt as to what 
their decision would have been—or the 
Government could have done another 
thing, they could have gone back to the 
original idea of earmarking the sums to 
which they thought they were entitled 
as a charge on the revenue. But they 
thought they were justified in trusting to 
those with wh: m we had hitherto treated 
and who had g.ven us the only under- 
taking that could have been given at 
that time, when there were no represen- 
tative institutions in the Transvaal and 
when those gentlemen only represented 
themselves. The Government have ex- 
plained their reasons for leaving it to the 
new representative authority to decide 
whether or not they will confirm the 
action of those with waiom I had 
necessarily to negotiate. 


The hon. Gentleman opposite asked nie 
what my opinion is, whether I think we 
have a valuableasset? YesI do. Lam 
quite certain of this, that in the new 
Assembly there will be some of these men. 
Ishould not wonder if it did 1 ot include 
a large proportion of those who are direct 
representatives of the Boer population, 
still I hope there will be a majority who 
will accept this obligation as an obliga- 
tion of honour and will give it legul 
application. I can only give my own 
opinion, I can give no proof. It is open 
to hon. Gentleinen on the other side to 
think I am too sanguine, but I am 
sanguine because I believe absolutely in 
the honour of those with whom I have 
dealt. I may be disappointed, but 
that is a hypothesis that I refu-e 
to consider. It is because I believe in 
the thoroughly honourable spirit of these 
men that I say it is a valuable asset, 
and that I no reason whatever 
why in a comparatively short time 
we should not get the whole sum. 


see 


Sirk ROBERT REID said he remem- 
bered very distinctly the speech in which 
the right hon. Gentleman first dealt 
with the subject of the Transvaal con- 
tribution towards the expenses ol 
the war, and he never heard a 
rosier picture of the prospects of any 
country than the right hon. Gentleman 
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then gave of the future of South Africa. 
The right hon. Gentleman then said 
nothing about the payment of the money 
being conditional, except that it was 
conditional upon the £35,000,000 loan 
being issued and the absolution of the 
mining industry from taxation in 
excess of 10 per cent. Both of those 
conditions were fulfilled, but nothing 
had been paid. More than that, the 
right hon. Gentleman stated that the 
first instalment was to be paid on January 
Ist of last year and the second instalment 
on January Ist of this year. Bearing these 
facts in mind, it was somewhat astonish- 
ing to hear the right hon. Gentleman now 
declare that he had nothing to withdraw 
from the statement which he originally 
made to the House. He had no doubt 
that the right hon. Gentleman in his visit 
to South Africa was actuated by the 
most patriotic motives. He was quite 
ready to credit the right hon. Gentleman 
with patriotic motives; he only wished 
the right hon. Gentleman would be as 
ready to give similar credit to those who 
opposed him. But th right hon. Gentle- 
man went out in a spirit of impulse and 
in a spirit of credulity, ready to listen to 
all who sympathised or pretended they 
sympathised with his Imperialistic ideas. 
The right hon. Gentleman also believed 
implicitly the statements which had 
been sent home by Lord Milner. The 
most brilliant anticipations were in- 
dulged in by the right hon. Gentleman 
and by Lord Milner and they had all 
turned out to be appallingly wrong from 
beginning to end. All he could say 
in reference to that was that he thought 
the right hon. Gentleman did owe to the 
House something in the nature of a 
withdrawal or expression of regret that he 
had misled the House—not consciously, 
of course, because he believed the right 
hon. Gentleman was perfectly sincere ; 
but by the erroneous judgment he formed 
on the materials laid before him. 


The right hon. Gentleman said it would 
be insulting to expect that the Boers 
should willingly pay any part of this 
contribution. He was astonished when 
he heard that. He did not wish to say 
anything in the least suggestive of 
repudiation or anything affecting the 
honovr of the persons who made the 


bargain, but he did say that, if they were | 
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to believe that to ask one-half of the 
population of that country willingly to 
contribute would be an insult, what 
conclusions were the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer or the House to draw as to 
the propriety of asking anything at all ? 
Nothing could be more dangerous, 2s 
our experience in the United States 
showed, than for us to endeavour to 
exact from any people who were under 
our rule, and especially people of our 
own stock, money which they did not 
think they ought to pay. For himself, 
he was perfectly content with the position 
the Government had taken up. The 
people of the Transvaal should not be 
pressed either way; the matter should 
be left to their sense of right and wrong, 
fairness and unfairness ; but he could not 
help feeling, when they were dealing 
with this whole transection, that it wes 
not quite right of the nght hon. Gentle- 
man, aiter this tremendous blunder in 
regard to finance had been made, to come 
to the House and say he had nothing 
whatever to withdraw from the state- 
ment he had made. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN ap- 
pealed to the Committee to come to a 
decision on the clause in accordance 
with the arrangement that had been 
made. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE = (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) szid he was sorry that he was not 
present when the arrangement alluded to 
by the right hon. Gentleman took place, 
but he understood from his hon. friends 
that there was nothing in the nature of a 
pledge given by hon. Members on the 
Opposition side of the House. If such a 
pledge had been given he certainly 
should not have broken it, but he was 
informed that it was not the case that 
any such pledge had been given. It 
was most important that they should 
have a full discussion upon this matter, 
especially after the very important speech 
of the right hon. Gentleman opposite. 
The right hon. Gentleman held a 
peculiarly important position in regard 
to this transaction, which was negotiated 
and carried through by him. When the 
right hon. Gentleman said he had nothing 
to withdraw from the statement he made 
two or three years ago he could not 
possibly have looked up the speech he 
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delivered on that occasion, otherwise 
he would never have made such an 
assertion. In the course of his speech 


on May 6th, 1903, the right hon. Gentle- 
man said. speaking of this transaction— 

“Tn the first place it is a final arrangement. 
After three years we shall near no more of the 
subject. The bill will have been paid; the 
claim will have been met.” 
and he added— 

“This undertaking te pay the contribution 
was part of the bargain on tne strength of 
which the Transvaal was to get a loan of 
£35,000, 000.7 2 

They had had their £55,000,000, but what 
had become of their part of the bargain ? 


Mr. AUSTEN 


That is what we have got to see. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he sup- 
posed it was another case of next year. 
It was alwavs “this year, next year, 
some time. never,” with regard to South 
Africa. The right hon. Gentleman said 
he had the pledge of four working men, 
but how could he expect four working men 
in the Transvaal to keep their pledges 
if Prime Ministers at home broke theirs— 
and at the right hon. Gentleman’s 
instigation / The right hon. Gentleman 
said they had got to trust these men. 
They had trusted too much and had got 
too little. They had spent all this 
noney, and had got nothing but promises. 
Ie remembered that the prospectus was 
exceedingly glowing, but the only people 
who had had the dividends were the mine- 
owners. The right hon. Gentleman told 
them that these mine owners had actu- 
ally promised to give them £10,000,000 ; 


CHAMBERLAIN : | 
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in fact, they had signed such an under- 
taking, and said that he had got the signa- 
ture of all these British patriots. Those 
were the people for whom this country 
spent £250,000,000. They signed this 
contract, and the right hon. Gentleman 
said, ‘“*They are men of honour; you 
must trust them, and they will pay.” 
Was the right hon. Gentleman as sure 
now as he was three years ago that they 
would pay? These mineowners said, 
“ Give us £35,000,000 down and we will 
pay you £10,000,000 some time or 
other.’ They had got the £35,000,000, 
but where was our £10,000,000 ? It was 
the confidence trick which had been 
played over and over again in South 
Africa. Last week two dividends, one 
of 137 per cent. and another of 112 per 
cent., were declared by this industry 
which could not carry out a contract, 
and he thought the House were entitled 
to know when these people were going to 
pay this £10,000,000. % It was time that 
they got to know once for all whether 
the Government really meant to press 
for this contribution. Every promise 
that had been made by the Government, 
every prospect that had been laid before 
them with regard to South Africa by the 
right hon. Gentleman and those who 
advised the House, had turned out in 
the past to be false, and this was only 
one out of the myriad of similar state- 
ments that had been made. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 201 ; 
Noes, 162. (Division List No. 179.) 


AYES. 


Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, AugustusHenry Eden | 
Anson Sir William Reynell 
Arnold- Forster, Rt. fn. HughO. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hon.SirH. 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt Hon. A. J. (Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 


| Barry, Sir Francis T. (Windsor) | Chamberlayne, T. (S'thampton 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. | 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

| Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Butcher, John George 

Cam pbeil, J.H. M.( Dublin Univ. 
Carson,Rt Hon.Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 


| Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 

| Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. FE. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 

| Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 
| Craig, CharlesCurtis (Antrim 5. 
| Cripps, Charles Alfred 

| Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
| Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFred. Dixon 











Balfour, Rt Hn Gerald W (Leeds 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John 8. Harmood- 


Mr. Lloyd-George. 





Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hon. J. (Birm, | 
Chamberlain Rt. Hn J A( Wore. 


Doughty, Sir George 


| Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
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Duke, Heary Edward 

Dyke, Rt. Hon.Sir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fellowes, Rt. Hn. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, RtHnSirJ(Mance’r 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay.Sir R B ({nv’rn’ss B’ghs) 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Pearose 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Philip S (Warwick, S.W. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 

Godson, Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hn. J E(Elgia & Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 3.) 
Gore, Hon. 8. F. Ormsby 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Gunter, Sir Robert 

Hain, Edward 

Hamilton, Rt HnLordG (Midd’x 
Hamilton, Marg of (Lond’nderry 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton(Tynem th) 
Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, SirJames(Staffords, NW. 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford, W.) 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hope, J. F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Hoult, Jos spb 

Houston, stobert Paterson 
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Knowles, Sir Lees 

Lambton, Hn. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Liwrence, Sir Joseph (Monm th 
Lawson, JohnGrant (Yorks,NR 
Lee, ArthurH (Hants.,Fareham 
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And, it being half-past Seven of the 
clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


Jommittee report 
again this evening. 


Progress ; to sit 


EVENING SITTING. 


ARTERIAL DRAINAGE (IRELAND). 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.) said the Motion on the Paper which 
he should move before he sat down 
charged the Government with indiffer- 
ence to the destruction of property in 
Ireland through the overflowing of 
certain rivers. It was no recent com- 
plaint that the Government had neglected 
to look after the arterial drainage of 
that country which they  under- 
took to govern. During the early part 
of the last century both landlords and 
tenants repeatedly appealed to the 
Goverament to protect their lands from 











the damage caused by recurring inun 
dations. For thirty years after the 
Union the Government did nothing, and 
the owners and occupiers of flooded 
lands in the North and East, as well as 
the South and West of Ireland appealed 
in vain to the Government to render 
them some assistance so that their land 
might not be injured and their property 
in some cases completely destroyed. 
At length the Government woke up to 


the necessity of doing something, and 


they did it in their characteristically 
generous fashion. In 1831 they passed 
an Act of Parliament which enabled the 
owners and occupiers of property liable 
to be flooded to form joint stock com- 
panies for the purposes of arterial drain- 
The Act did not provide any 
money for the purpose, no money was 
provided for even the initial expense, 
it merely condescended to tell the pro- 
prietors that they might carry out arterial 
drainage with the aid of private funds 
without suggesting where thos» funds, 
were to come from. Did the Govera 

ment suppose that the landed propzietors 


age. 
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of any part of Ireland could float large |Government would come down and 
joint stock companies on the swollen | lend money on the improved value of 


waters of the Shannon, the Bann, the 
Barrow, and the Suck? What could 


anyone expect would be the result of | 


such an Act of Parliament as that. It 
could not possibly have been expected 


that the impoverished tenants of so poor | 


a country should contribute such large 
sums of money as would be required 
for this purpose, and the landlords cer- 
tainly were not likely to put their hands 
into their own pockets,though it was very 
doubtful whether they had anything in 
their pockets at that time. At any rate, 
the Act of 1831 appeared to be an 
absolute mockery. Many years passed 
and the tenants and the owners suffered 


from the damage to property and injury | 


to health caused by the flooding of their 
dwellings, many inches of mud _ being 
frequently left on the floors of the cot- 
tages when the waters subsided, leaving 
the people in despair. 


Eleven years passed by, when the 
Government passed another ‘Act which 
was even more generous than the 
former. The Act of 1842 enabled 
landlords to appeal to the Govern- 
ment to carry out drainage works, 
and the Government promised to un- 
dertake them under the superintendence 
of the Board of Works’ engineers. 
This was the first time any mention was 
made of that Board though it was con- 
stituted in 1851, when the first Act 
was passed, hut now the Board of Works 
came in and untortunately they would 
find that all through the history of 
these attempts to drain the great 
rivers of Ireland the Board of Works 
had interfered, with almost disastrous 
effects, in nearly every case. Under the 
Act of 1842 the Government told the 
landlords and occupiers that the main 
source of the funds required for carrying 
out arterial drainage works should again 
be looked for from private means, 
That was another sham Act, but the 
Government certaiply did add that they 
would contribute something to the im- 
proved value of the lands, which meant 
that aiter owners and occupiers had 
found thousands and thousands of pounds 
and carried out drainage works, and 
had improved and increased the value 
of the lands adjoining the rivers, the 


-age works until 


‘those lands. In 1842 the terrible famine 
broke out in Ireland, and all the civilised 
world was horrified at the number of 
deaths which occurred from day to day 
from starvation, and the Government 


were shamed into doing something. 
They chose arterial drainage as a 


reproductive work and a number of 
schemes were started to give employ- 
ment, and relief drainage works sprang 
up where required and people grew 
hopeful that they were going to have 
their land secured from almost annual 
floods. But in two years the Govern- 
ment discovered the famine was over 
and, immediately, they directed that 
all the works started by them to give 
employment to the people should be 
stopped. It was one of the most heart- 
less things that any Government ever 
did ; there was universal consternation in 
{reland and there was a collapse of drain- 
age work everywhere. Everything was 
thrown into the melting-pot and the 
people in their misery gave way to 
despair. 


The Government left things as 
they were and no money was given 
for the purposes of carrying on drain- 
1863. In 1863 an 
Act of Parliament came into existence 
under which the local authorities 
were authorised to start draimage 
boards. Provisional Orders were obtained 
under that Act and thousands upon 
thousands were spent. But whatever 
might have been done, the Bann had 
‘not been drained although the efforts 
made had drained the pockets of the 
people North and South. Although for 
fifty years the people had been paying 
drainage rates their lands were still 
flooded, their property was still swept 
away, and their crops were left rotting 
on the sodden fields. The same tale 
had to be told in respect to the Barrow, 
in reference to which inquiries had been 
held since 1847, but nothing had been 
done. A Commission of inquiry recom 
mended that the Barrow, being a most 
important river, should be made a matter 
of national concern, and the same Report 
was made in regard to the Shannon, 
Commissioners had made similar recom- 


_mendations in regard to the Suck, but 
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that river was yet undrained, and when- 
ever there was a rainfall crops were | 


swept away. 
fact proved of no avail owing to the 
ineptitude of the Anglo-Irish Board of 
Works in Dublin, and to the inadequate 
assistance given by this country to 
drainage works in Ireland. 
non also was suffering from incomplete- 
ness of treatment, and there was no 
doubt, as a Commission had declared 
in 1887, that defective plans and mis- 
calculations on the part of the Board 
of Works’ engineers had contributed 


to the failure of many schemes. That 
was the whole thing in a nutshell. The 


neglect of the Government had been 
criminal having regard to the fact that 
the country was mainly dependent upon 
agriculture. Engineers of the Board 
of Works overruled and condemned each 
other’s plans, and meanwhile the unfor- 
tunate people suffered the loss of their 
property. 


One very important recommendation 
of the Commission of 1887 was that the 
rivers should be made national concerns 


and ought to be drained and made. 


secure with public money. They also 
recommended that all arterial drainage 
shovld in future be taken out of the 
hands of the Board of Works and that 
a new department should be started 
to deal with the question of Irish arterial 
drainage as a whole. 
followed, probably a solution of the whole 


problem would be found, great as it was. | 


It had been said that £2.400,000 had 
been spent by this country in Ireland 
upon arterial drainage. but he failed 
to trace how the money had been spent. 
It was not spent on the Bann or the 


Barrow. Only £50,000 was given to the 
Suck, and there was not very much 


given to the Shannon in recent times. 
Where, then, did the £2.400,000 go ¢ 
Much of the money had gone in the 
starting of drainage works which were 
afterwards abandoned. H £2,400,000 
was spent during the famine, it could 
not be said that none of it was repaid, 
because special taxes were put on Ireland 
for the purpose of recovering the money 
advanced to the country during the 
famine vear. He covld not possibly see 
where the £2,400,000 went, but sup- 
posing it was spent on arterial drainage 
Mr. James O’Connor. 


{COMMONS} 


The Act of 1862 had in) 


The Shan- | 


If that course were | 
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| in a hundred years, how did that compare 


with what other countries had done ? 
Belgium, which was little more than a 
quarter the size of Ircland, had spent 
£16,000,000 in the last twenty or twenty- 
five years. Belgium had been attending 
to her own affairs, collecting her own 
taxes, and spending them in the country 
for the benefit of the people and the 
improvement of the land. Belgium had 
her own army and navy and the busy 
port of Antwerp, because her money was 
not taken from Brussels to London and 
kept there. Her cash accounts were not 
kept by another Government where any 
amount of manipulation might be carried 
out. The Government of Holland, another 
small country, had spent £15,000,000 
on drainage. Germany had _ spent 
£15,000,000, but being a large and rich 
country that, of course, was not much 
when compared with the sum spent 
by Belgium and Holland. France had 
spent £30,000,000 on arterial drainage. 
He doubted whether the drainage of any 
one of these countries was of quite as 
much importance as would be the 
drainage of the rivers in Ireland, which 
were in the habit of overfiowing their 
banks and destroying a considerable 
amount of property. He hoped that 
hon. Members from Ulster would express 
their opinions with courage in regard to 
the condition of the Bann. 


What was the Government — going 
to do? Were they going to allow 


this state of things to continue in 
Ireland? They knew very well that 
there was no possibility of the Irish 
people, tenants and owners, subscrib- 
Ing the money required for such a 
great work as arterial drainage. The 
tenants found that they had as much as 
they could do in making their rents. How 
would the landlords sell their land / 
Would they expect twenty-five years 
purchase for land which was covered 
with water every other year? If they 
did, he doubted very much whether thev 
were likely to get it. He would ask the 
Chief Secretary to give some assurance 
to the people of Ireland that the Govern- 
ment meant to take this question seriously 
in hand and deal with it in a generous and 
effective -manner. There was no use 
tinkering with the question any longer. 
It had been too long trifled with, and 
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the time had come when the Government 
should decide on some course. It was 
the duty of the Government to protect 
the property of the people of the country 
which they undertook to govern agains 
the will of the people themselves. He 
did not believe it would take quite so 
much money as the late Chief Secretary 
said last year. The right hon. Gentleman 
said it would take £20,000,000 to carry 
out effectively the arterial drainage of 
Ireland. That was a great exaggeration. 
No doubt it would take a great deal of 
money, and if the Government said that 
they had no money he would ask them 
to take £1,000,000 a year out of the 
over-taxation account until this drainage 
work was finished. It was the business 
of the Government to find the money 
which was necessary to save the lives 
and property of the people of that 
country. It was possible they might be 
told that another inquiry would be neces- 
sary. There had been a good many of 
these inquiries in Ireland, and what had 
come out of the whole of them ? Nothing 
whatever. The representatives of 
Ireland wanted the Government to take 
in hand some practical solution of the 
question, and if they did not do so he 
thought they should surrender the govern- 
ment of the country to the people them- 
selves. 


*Mr. JOHN O'CONNOR (Kildare, N.) 
seconded the Motion. He said that 
while differences of opinion existed on 
many matters connected with the govern- 
ment of Ireland, his hon. friend had 
to-night introduced a subject on which 
there was perfect agreement between 
all Parties in the House. In his investiga- 
tion of the subject he found last year 
the lion of the Bann lying down with the 
lamb from the beautiful Barrow, and a 
little child of the lordly Shannon leading 
them on their peaceful watery way of 
arterial drainage. That, he considered, 
was a manifestation of unity which might 
he regarded as free from hostile and 
repellent elements. 
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also that the Government itself was in 
favour of the arterial drainage of Ireland. 
It was a Conservative Government which 
appointed the Commission in 1887 t» 
report on the question of arterial drainage 
in Ireland. In 1888 the then Chief 
Secretary for Ireland, the present Prime 
Minister, introduced three Bills dealing 
with this important subject, not one of 
which was passed. It was the late 
Chief Secretary who appointed an eminent 
hydraulic engineer last year to inquire 
into the drainage of the Bann and to 
report, and he reported. It was the 
present Chief Secretary who had ap- 
pointed an eminent hydraulic engineer 
this year to report on the drainage of 
the Bann, and he would report. 


Why was there such perfect agreement 
on this subject ? It was because arterial 
drainage in Ireland, as elsewhere, was 
regarded as of national importance. 
Among the many reasons why it should be 
so regarded, there was one which stood out 
pre-eminently beyond the others, namely, 
the existence of clouds in Ireland. It 
was said by the late Lord Beaconsfield, 
when Mr. Disraeli, that all the evils 
of Ireland might be traced to the fact 
of its close proximity to the melancholy 
ocean. That statement was exploded 
by the Royal Commission, because 
they said that much of the evil of 
Ireland was due to the existenc: 
of clouds. Clouds might be beautiful 
from an esthetic point of view, 
but they did not respect political 
principles. A Nationalist cloud springing 
up out of the Barrow might, with favour- 
ing winds from the South-West, sail 
north, and in summer flood time—in 
that period which embraced the 12th 
of July—might in its darkness and 
obliquity burst and damp the ardour of 
those celebrating the glorious, pious, 
and immortal memory of William III. 
Of course, an Orange cloud might return 
the compliment and deluge the banners 
of the Papists in their treasonable prac- 
tices. Hence it was a national subject, and 
therefore he found that last year Orange 


vear hon. Members from the North of|and Green were blended in the lobby in 


Ireland were prepared to disrupt and 
destroy their own Government in the 
interest of the Bann. While the represen- 
tativesfrom the Northand South of Ireland 
were agreed on this subject, he found 
VOL. CXLVI. [Fourrs Series.] 


remedy of an admitted evil. 
| makes strange bedfellows.” 


hostility to the Government, who, with 
words of sympathy on their lips, had no 


promise of performance and ro hope of 
* Adversity 


2Z 
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In all civilised countries where the area of 
cultivable land was limited, the greatest 
attention had been paid to the subject 
of arterial drainage. He found from a 
report written by one of the commercial 
sec etaries of the legation in Holland, 
and dated as far back as the sixties, 
that no less than £300,000,000 had been 
spent on the drainage of Holland. He 
had been at a loss to know what there was 
in the sand-hills, rabbit warrens, and 
swamps of Holland that entitled it 
to have spent upon it a sum equal to half 
the normal National Debt of Great 
Britain whilst a beggarly £1,500,000 was 
considered good enough to spend upon 
the most fertile soil of one of the fairest 
lands in the whole world. He could 
not understand it except for one reason, 
namely, that Holland was governed by 
the Dutch for Dutchmen, and Ireland 
was governed by the English for Eng- 
lishmen. About three years ago the 
Associated Chambers of Commerce of this 
country applied to the Foreign Office 
to ask the Consular representatives abroad 
to inquire and report on the waterways 
of Europe. He would give a few quota- 
tions from their reports. The first and 
most interesting was that in regard 
to Austria-Hungary. After stating that 
in Austria alone £21,000,000 had been 
expended on river regulation, the report 
said— 

“The method ‘had a twofold object in 
view.’ Firstly, the regulation works are 
carried out in the interests of navigation by 
deepening channels, and, secondly, in the 
interest of agriculture by preventing, as far as 
possible, the overflowing of river banks in time 
of high water or floods.” 

“In Hungary, as in Austria, except at the 
Tron Gates,no navigation tolls are levied, and the 
capital expended in developing and improving 
the waterway is sunk for the common weal, and 
no direct interest on the invested capital is 
looked for. ”’ 


The same report said that in Hungary 
no less a sum than £22,000,000 was 
spent on the regulation of rivers and the 
construction of canals. The Hungarian 
Government paid in respect of one 
waterway alone, Iron Gates—sinking 
fund, £62,500; maintenance, £8,330; 
repairs, £11,040; in all £81,870. They 
received £72,000 in tolls. International 
treaties permitted and empowered Hun- 
gary to levy shipping taxes to the amount 

Mr. John O'Connor. 
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of the actual cost, but they did not do 
it. 

In Belgium the capital expended dur- 
ing the period between 1875-1900 on 
waterways—which included the upkeep 
of embankments and the regvlating and 
adapting of river beds—with a view to 
uniformity was £16,000,000. The State ad- 
ministered the greater portion of the 
waterways. The report said— 

“It is impossible to estimate even  ap- 
proximately the extent to wnich the improve- 
ment of the waterways has contributed in the 
great development of traffic.” 

In France, between 1871 and 1878, 
£9,640,000 was spent on waterways, and 
between 1879-1900 £18,000,000, making 
in all £27,640,000. The natural water- 
ways had been radically transformed on 
the Rhone since 1860 by an expenditure 
0° £5,240,000, or £15,360 per mile. On 
the Seine from Paris to Rouen there had 
been expended since 1878 £2,680,000, or 
£17,631 per mile. Just think of it. 
He asked Ulster Members to think how, 
if their ancestors had succeeded in separ- 
ating Ireland from England, they would 
have fared if they had come within the 
sphere of influence of the french Re- 
public. The banks of the Bann would 
have been to-day a blooming flower- 
garden, instead of a dismal swamp 
sending its mendicant Members to this 
House to beg a crumb of comfort from 
their master’s table. 

* Practically the whole of the waterways 
system is the property of the State, which 
maintains it out of its public funds free of all 
tolls.” 

In Germany it was thought that the 
great floods that took place in the eighties 
were due to the navigation works which 
had been carried out at great expense, 
and a Commission was appointed in 
1892 to inqvire into the statement which 
was made, rightly or wrongly, by the 
farmers whose lands had been affected. 
The Commission found that the statement 
of the farmers had no justification, but 
they recommended that certain work 
shovld be carried out to improve the 
flow in flood time. Unlike the Com- 
missions that sat on the subject in Ire- 
land, their recommendations were in- 
stantly carried out and over £1,000,000 
was expended on five rivers for the pur- 
pose of saving ‘he lands from being 
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A regular system of giving in- 


formation of floods was established and | 


organised for all the rivers, and this had 
proved most effective. The report con- 
tained the following— 

‘* Notice of high or low water or the approach 
of ice is at once communicated by telegraph, 
telephone, postcard, or messenger to interested 
persons or districts. In some districts this is 
done through the Press.” 

“In the Elbe and Vistula districts a special 
telegraph and telephone system was established 
in 189) and 1894 at a cost of over £10,144), On 
the Rhine, Elbe, and Oder it is now possible 
-o give due notice of floods, etc., based on a close 
-tudy of the upper reaches of the river.” 

“Whenever danger is apprehended either 
through high water or ice a special service of 
nen is employed for the particular stretch of 
iver.” 

He had read these quotations merely 
or the purpose of backing up the repre- 
-entation of his hon. friend who opened 
‘he discussion that this was a national 
question everywhere. 


Proceeding to deal with the case of 
Ireland, the hon. Member said he 
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| impairing vast quantities of crops, remain in a 


would take first the case of the Barrow, | 


not because it happened to run through 
his own constituency and because many 
© his constituents were constantly suffer- 
ing from this much neglected river, but 
he did so because it had been singled out 
by the Commission as an example of the 
neglect of arterial drainage in Lreland by 
England. It drained 408,000 acres, 
15,000 of which were subject to floods 
three times a vear, 
1887 Commission said that the Barrow 


any Other part of Ireland, and that 
altogether the condition of the dis- 


state of stagnation often tor many weeks 


together, flooding numerous dwellings of the 
labouring classes. Often rendering the use 
of the public highways of the country im- 
possible or dangerous, and rising into the streets, 
gardens, and houses of many of the towns in 
the district to the serious injury cf the health 
of the population.” 


What had been done since then? Had 
anything been done for the Barrow ? 
Nothing! Yes, the Prime Minister intro- 
duced three Bills in the year 1888, and 
in doing so, said— 

“The Barrow remains the chief example of 
the evils incident to the want arterial 
drainage in Ireland.” 


or 


That was the language used seventeen 
years after the resolution of the owners. 
It would be the same that evening, 
seventeen years after those Bills were 
introduced and withdrawn, and it would 
be the same seventeen vears to come, 
when some future Irish Member drew 
attention to the scandalous neglect. 
What were those evils? It had been 
stated by the Commission of 1887 
that the temperature in the middle 
part of Ireland, owing to these constant 
floods, was lower than in the North or 
South; that it was cold and unsuited 
to agriculture, that the sky was cloudy 


'and prevented the ripening of grain; 


The Report of the) 


trict might be described as deplorable. | 


In the year 1871 this deplorable condi- 
tion of things was pointed out to the 
then Marquis of Hartington, the present 
Duke of Devonsh‘re, who was acting as 
Chief Secretary for Ireland, by one 


| health 


district suffered more from floods than | 


that the health of the people was pre- 
judiced by damp; and that the towns 
suffered doubly, first from the want of 
drainage and then by the lack of loco- 
motion when they were flooded. The 
of the people was ruined ; 
epidemics of fever followed the floods, 
and trade came to a standstill because the 
people could not get into the towns, 
which also suffered indirectly by the 
want of that progressive condition which 
followed from surrounding farms being 
in that prosperous state they would be 


|in if free from periodical inundations. 


whose words ought to have received | 


attention—the Marquis of Drogheda—as | 


representing himself and the other pro- 
prietors of land in the district. He 
described the condition of things which 
prevailed, and read the terms of the 
following resolution passed at a meeting 
attended by the whole of the owners 
of land by the Barrow— 

That large tracts of land on the course of the 
River Barrow are frequently covered with 
jlooded waters which, besides destroying or 





To remedy this state of things the Prime 
Minister, when Chief Secretary for Irelanc, 
proposed certain works rather in excess 
of those recommended by the Commission 
of 1887. The Commission recommend d 
an expenditure of £354,000, but the 
right hon. Gentleman said he was p-e- 
pared to encourage an expenditure of 
£360,000, £125,000 of which was to be 
charged on the improvement area, 
£20,000 on the catchment area, and 
£215,000 to be a free grant. They were, 


272 
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in fact, to have no more clouds in Ireland | 
—no more rain but the golden rain of | 
English beneficence ! What had become 
of that scheme ? It was dead and had | 
gone to that place which was said to be | 
paved with good intentions. What was 
the use of arguing to the farmers on 
the banks of the Barrow, ‘ You ought 
to be industrious and drain your land.” 
What was the use of the farmer draining | 
his land unless there was some arterial 
scheme into which he could drain it / 
That was the work they claimed ought 
to be done by the Government ; it | 
was work which had been done in every 
other country in the world except 
Jreland—Ireland which was governed | 
by England. 


He would give them another example 
of neglect. It was that of the Shannon. | 
An old friend of his, now dead—once a 
respected Member of that House—said he | 
knew of no fewer than seven Commissions 
that had sat on the Shannon. Lord 
Monck presided on a Commission which 
sat in Ireland, which reported in the 
year 1882, and which stated that a large | 
extent of land along the whole course of 
the Shannon was subject to inundations 
at all times of the year. The spring 
and autumn floods often caused great 
damage, the former by spoiling the 
quality of the grass, the latter by damag- 
ing, and sometimes by altogether carrying 
off the hay. This Commission compared 
the interests of navigation with the 
interests of agriculture, and reported 
clearly in favour of the latter. Mr. 
Manning, the engineer employed at that | 
time by the Public Works Board, said | 





that no complete control of the Shannon | 
existed, and he pointed out how control 
could be obtained. The Report recom- | 
mended— 

“ That it [the Shannon] remain in the care of 
the Commissioners of Public Works, who shall, 
while maintaining the navigation, regulate the 
depth of water so far as is in their power with a 
view primarily to the drainage of the country.” 


The Allport Commission of 1887 con- 
firmed that conclusion and added—- 

“This river, draining as it does so large a 
portion of Ireland, ana being the outlet of severa! 
other important rivers, occupies an exceptional 
position, and is of national importance.” 

The Commission pointed out that the 
waters had overflowed the banks of the 
Shannon until they had covered nearly 


Mr. John O'Connor. 
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| as to that. 
the sum of £165,000 should be spent on 


'was to be no tree 


ithe Bann. 


‘it was an 
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21,000 acres, and they said it was futile 
to expect that the cost should be laid 
on the riparian owners, having regard 
to the fact that the Shannon was the 
largest river in the three kingdoms, that 
it was 125 miles long, and that no fewer 


_than twenty-three tributary rivers and 


streams discharged their waters into it. 
They pointed out that the end to be at- 
tained was not the relief of lands on its 
margin but a lowering of the levels of 
the floods which would render it much 


/more easy to undertake the improve 


ment of the various important tributary 
rivers and streams. His hon. friend had 


| referred to the case of the Suck, and he 


would add nothing to what he had said 
It was proposed in 1888 that 


the Shannon, £35,000 to be charged on 


'the improvement area and the balance 
ito be equally raised by loans to the 
'catchment area and to the Government 


works already established there. There 
grant. The Com- 
mission of 1887 recommended that 
£180,000 should be the amount of the 


charge on the district and that £100,000 


should be granted by the State, it being 
held that with these two sums—making 
£280,000--Mr. Bateman’s complete schem» 
could be carried out. It was necessary 
the whole system should be grappled 
with, otherwise the plan would be 
entirely inadequate. Yet nothing had 
been done up to the present, and the 
Shannon remained as much a_ crying 
evil as the Barrow. 


Finally he came to the case’ of 
He supposed he ought to 


apologise to hon. Members opposite 
for mentioning that case, but. still 


Irish river. The money 
already spent on the navigation of the 
Bann and the drainage of the country 
round about had been lost. Lord 


| Monck’s Commission said the works did 


not accomplish the drainage results 
which were expected of them, and there 
was no prospect of improvement. This 
scheme was now maintained at the 
expense of the cesspayers, many of whom 
strongly objected to supporting it and 
considered it was extremely mischievous. 
They recommended that the Navigation 
Board should be dissolved and that 
drainage trustees should be appointed 
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to deal with the Bann solely in the 
interests of the drainage of the country. 
There was a complication arising from 
a weir at Toome which did not operate 
owing to the height of the water in the 
Lower Bann. It was clear that the 
whole trouble arose from the condition of 
the Lower Bann on account of a defect 
in the original design of the drainage 
works. An eminent hydraulic engineer 
appointed last year by the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Dover esti- 
mated that it would take £150,000 to 
make effective the drainage of the Bann, 


whereas the then Chief Secretary in 
1888 proposed an expenditure of 
£65,000 and the Commission of 1887 


recommended an outlay of £75,000, 
£20,000 of which was to be a free grant. 
Nothing, however, had been done, and 
the story of the Bann was one of incom- 
petence and neglect not confined to 
either Party in the State. It was due 
solely to the attempt of one country to 
deal with the affairs of another country. 
Last year the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for North Armagh was very 
indignant in dealing with the subject ; 
he complained that they had got nothing 
hut sympathy from the British Govern- 
ment and that their patience was ex- 


hausted. Was their patience still ex- 
hausted he wondered. Would they that 
night vote for the Government or 


against it? Would they withdraw their 
support from the Government because 
Sir Antony MacDonnell, who was willing 
to give them more than sympathy in 
this matter, still sat on his stool in 
Dublin Castle / 


What a commentary was the whole 
story on the incapacity of Parliament 
and of this country to deal success- 
fully with the affairs of another nation. 
The present Prime Minister in 1&&8 
introduced his three Bills with high- 
sounding phrases—‘‘ the era of neglect 
was to give place to a policy of kind- 
ness and conciliation.” The contract 
of the Union was to be acted upon. 
Restitution was to be made. In 1886, 
alter the Liberal Party had been defeated 
on the Home Rule question, Mr. Hanbury 
came to him and said— 

‘LT have been reading the history of your 
country, and [ say England cannot tax itself 
sufficiently to make restitution te you for 
the destruction of your industries. 
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Again, the Prime Minister said in 
1888— 

“I am bound to say [ think we owe some- 
thing in the nature of an historic debt to Ireland. 
I think that of all tne transactions of which 
Englishmen and Scotchmen—I do not know 
that I ought to say Scotchmen, because some 
of those transactions took place before the 
Union—have to be ashamed of in their dealings 
with Ireland, the transactions by which the 
English Parliament made use of its superiority 
over Ireland to destroy her budding industries 
was the most shameful. Bad as tne penal laws 
were, they were tne oftspring of bigotry and 
political terror, and the motives that prompted 
them are elevating as compared with the mean 
and sordid action of the English Parliament 
in crushing the Irish industries.” 


Those Bills cf 1888 were then introduced 
ina spirit of restitution to Ireland. What 
had become of that policy ? The Bann 
and the Barrow had overflowed their 
banks full forty times since then, spread- 
ing poverty and pestilence throughout 
the land. Hundreds and theusands of 
pounds had been dangled before the 
eyes of the Irish people, but thev were 

“Like dead sea-fruits that tempt the eye 

But turn to ashes on the lips,” 

of disappointment to the 
people. Last year when this 
subject was discussed the then Chief 
Secretary said they had no money. 
Were they any better off te-day ? When 
the Union was carried, they claimed to 
be able to deal with the grievances of 
Ireland. Had they shewn their ccm- 
petence ? Had they become bankrupt 
since 1888 when such large promises 
were held out to the Irish people? Up 
te the time the Irish Parliament was 
destroyed Ireland attended to these 
matters for herself, andin 1890 when that 
Government was destroved she was 
actually considering this very question. 
If she had only been allowed to go on 
in the manner she was then proceeding, 
if she had only had the use of her own 
taxation, if she were free from the load 
ot debt incurred for wars in which she 
had no interest, it was reasonable to 
suppose that this all-important question 
would long since have been attended 
to, and the utter failure of the English 
Parliament to appreciate the grievance 
and supply a remedy was its utter con- 
dem ation in the mind of every Irishman. 


ashes 


[rish 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That, in the opinion of this House, 
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the indifference of the Government for 
more than a century to the state of 
the main Irish rivers having resulted 
nu the frequent flooding of large tracts 
of country, followed by great destruction 
of property and serious injury to lands 
and dwellings and to the public health, 
it isthe duty of the Government to 
devise and carry out a system of drain- 
age which will afford adequate protection 
for the lives and property of the people.” 
-—(Mr. John O'Connor.) 
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*Mr. CHARLES CRAIG (Antrim, 8.) 
said that there was much in the speeches 
of both the mover and the seconder with 
which he could agree. He could not, how- 
ever, pretend to say much about other 
parts of Ireland and would confine him- 


self principally to the question of 
the drainage of the Lough Neagh 
and River Bann area. An attempt 


had been made in the past to deal with 
that question, but he was sorry to say 
that the state of affairs to-day 
was almost as bad as it was sixty vears 
ago, before the works were — started. 
Perhaps the House would excus» him if 
he went rather into detail upon this 
question. Lough Neagh was the largest 
lake in the three kingdoms, It was 
eighteen miles long, and twelve miles 
broad, and was_ practically large 
as the isle of Man. There were ten or 
twelve rivers of considerable size running 
into Lough Neagh as well as a vast number 
of smaller streams, and the whole of the 
water from an immense catchment area of 
over 1,400,000 acres had to be convey ed to 
the sea by one single river. The distance 
from Lough Neagh to the sea was about 
thirty miles, and the drop was only 
about forty feet. Consequently, hon. 
Members would see that the Lower Bann 
was a more or less slow-flowing river, and 
it was impossible for the enormous 
amount of extra water which collected in 
the Lough in flood time to get through 
quickly to the sea. ‘This caused the 
level of the water in Lough Neagh to 
rise, with the result that the low-lying 
lands were often seriously flooded. 

The 
the 


as 


nuisance of the flooding and 

serious injury it caused was of 

very old standing. It was not until 
1840 that Irishmen interested in 

the welfare of the North of Ireland 
Mr, John O’Connor. 
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could get the Government to move in the 
matter. Soon after that an Act was 
passed to promote the drainage of lands 
and the improvement of navigation. 
and application was made to the 
Government by the landowners affected 
by the flooding of Lough Neagh and 
the Bann to remedy the evil, and 
the Commissioners of Public Works, whe 
were also appointed Commissioners fo: 
the purpose of the Act, appointed Mr. 
MacMahon to inspect and report upon 
the question. He duly inspected and 
reported thereon and presented plans and 
specifications for the remedying of th: 
flooding evil, and for the improvement 
of the navigation. The cost was toe be 
£109,000 for the drainage, and another 
£74,000 for the navigation. The land 
owners interested, after mature considera- 
tion. decided that the work should be 
done and that they would bear the cost. 
But instead of costing £109,000 the total 
amount spent on the drainage works was 
£150,000, or £41,000 more than the un- 
fortunate owners had agreed to pay. 
The works, moreover, took twelve vears 
to complete instead of three. He did not 
know of anv board which had brought 
down upon its own head more 
deserved abuse than the Board of Works 
One of the reasons for the excessive cost— 
another testimony to the unbusinesslike 
methods of the Board of Works—was that, 
instead of giving the contract to a con- 
tractor —and large contractors at the 
time were very numerous—they decided 
to do the whole of the work themselves. 
sending down an engineer and number- 


well 


less assistant engineers, paymasters. 
clerks. and workmen. Soon after the 


work was started the famine broke out. 
and it was thought by the Board ot 
Works and the Government that this 
would be an excellent opportunity ot 
employing many workmen throughout 
the country in need of work. A large 
number of men from various parts ot 
Ireland were therefore collected together 
for this work. He did not complain ot 
that, but he thought those sharing the 
cost of the work had reason to complain 
that on their shoulders should fall the 
extra cost of £41,000 incurred by em- 
ploying relief hands and turning a purely 
business transaction into a philanthropic 
Because contractor 


transaction. no 
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was employed, and because this under- 
taking was used as relief works by the 
Government, the cost came to £41,000 
more than the estimate, and in the year 


1880 no less a sum than £166,000 had | 


been paid in principal and interest for 
these drainage works. 

For the first ten years after the works 
were completed they had more or less the 
desired effect. But in the subsequent 
ten years the floods got the upper hand 
again; and after twenty years and at 
the present time the state of affairs 
around the shores of Lough 
and on the banks of the Bann was 
almost as bad as it was fifty or sixty 
years ago. A large number of Commis- 
sions had sat on the subject. and there 
had been a large number of Reports. His 
complaint against the Government was 
that they had been promising and 
reporting, and holding Select Committees 
for the last twenty-eight vears, and yet 
nothing had been done. The engineer 
who prepared the plans and supervised 
the work was a Government engineer 
and was not appointed by the owners 
affected; the work was carried out 
entirely by the Government. although 
the cost was borne by the people affected. 
That being the position, it was the 
duty of the Government to remedy the 
defects of their own servant fifty years 
ago. The original designs and plans 
made by Mr. MacMahon, the Government 
engineer, in 1842, when he was reporting, 
allowed for a discharge capacity of 
400,000 cubic feet per minute, but in- 
vestigations since made proved this was 
wrong, and that to accomplish the end 
in view a discharge capacity of 700,000 or 
800,000 cubic feet per minute was needed, 
or double the discharging capacity 
allowed for in Mr. MacMahon’s estimate. 
That was one of the matters upon which 
they hoped to get some light. He 
thought under the circumstances they 
had a good claim that the whole of these 
works should be put right at the expense 
of the Government. 

They had had many promises on this 
subject from the Government and from 
the late Chief Secretary, and in the year 
1903, when he was seeking election, he 


was distinctly told that he might inform | 


his intended constituents that the matter 
would be seriously dealt with during the 
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ensuing session. He made free use of that 
| promise, and no doubt many voted for him 
‘in the belief that an attempt would be 
made to relieve their condition. The late 
Chief Secretary put a thousand pounds 
on the Development Grant as an earnest 
|of his intentions. But nothing came 
of that. In March of last year the 
secretary of the Bann Drainage Com- 
mittee received a letter from the then 
Chief Secretary which illustrated exactly 
the view he, and indeed every Chiet 
Secretary who had had to deal with it, 
took of this matter. In that letter he 
stated that the Board of Works had 
readily complied with Sir Antony Mac- 
Donnell’s desire that the greatest 
expedition should be used, in spite 
of the many and serious claims upon 
the time of their engineer involved 
by works executed under the Marine 
Works Act and other duties of immedi- 
ate urgency. He maintained that 
the drainage of the Bann was quite as 
urgent, and much more urgent, than any 
work under the Marine Act. 


Their complaint in the North of Ire- 
land was that money was spent freely on 
works in other parts of Ireland which 
were no more necessary than the rectifi- 
cation of the drainage of the Bann, and 
that the only part of Ireland which was 
thoroughly loyal coul] not, after eighteen 
years of waiting, get a remedy for an evil 
which everyone admitted, while hundreds 
of thousands of pounds were being poured 
into other parts of Ireland. Much 
of this money no doubt would be wasted. 
Ireland was dotted with monuments of 
the inefficiency of the Board of Works, 
and all round the coast were harbours 
on which immense sums had been spent 
which were practically useless. How- 
ever, he hoped a better era was beginning 
to dawn under the reign of the present 
Chief Secretary. He hoped the Chief 
Secretary would act differently to his 
predecessors, who, while promising a 
great deal, had done nothing at all. The 
late Chief Secretary appointed Mr. Dick 
to make a “urther survey. He would 
not say anything about Mr. Dick’s 
capacity as an engineer, but, knowing 
the estimation in which the Board of 
Works was held, he thought it was an 
act of folly to appoint this engineer. 


| If his report was thoroughly favourable 
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unfavourable it was certain that the 
people interested would say, “ Oh, this 


is only the report of the engineer of the | 


Board of Works, and it is not worth 
the paper it is written on.” Considering 
the amount of fecling that there was on 
this question, he thought the late Chief 
Secretary should have avoided sending 
down any man connected with the 
Board of Works to make this survey, 
it would have been far better to have 
employed an independent engineer, and the 
Chief Secretary should have taken care 
in regard to such an appointment that 
the person appointed was appreved of by 
the people interested. With regard to 
the last appointment he had not heard 
that any persons in the locality con- 
cerned had been consulted. So far as he 
could ascertain the facts, Mr. Dick did not 
make a thorough survey, but he took up 
the plans of the preceding engineer. The 
conditions of eighteen years ago were not 
the conditions of to-day. Farms were 
now drained in a far superior manner, 
and the water ran off much quicker. 
A vast amount of sand and mud must 
have been deposited in the bed of the 
river in recent years, and this must have 
altered the depth of the river in many 
places. In regard to the appointment of 
Sir Alexander Binnie, he hoped that the 
Chief Secretary would see that he made 
an absolutely independent survey. 


Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.): He is 
not going to make a survey at all: he 
is only going to present a report. 


*Mr. CHARLES CRAIG said he hoped 
Sir Alexander Binnie would be definitely 
instructed to make a thorough survey, 


and that he would take into con- 
sideration the opimions of — those 
living in the locality. Under no cir- 


cumstances had the Board of Works ever 
paid any attention to the advice and 
opinions of the people living on the spot. 
No matter how eminent an engineer Sir 
Alexander Binnie might be, he had pro- 
bably never seen the Bann, and it seemed 
to him that the men who had suffered so 
long from this flooding ought to know 
something about the river. Many of 
them had their own theories about the 
cause of flooding, and it would do Sir 
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all, no doubt, would be well, but if it was | Alexander Binnie no 
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harm to hear 
'those opinions. Last year the Ulster 
| Unionists voted with Gentlemen opposite 
on this question, but as the present Chief 
Secretary had given an earnest of taking 
action, he and his hon. friends would 
not vote on the present occasion. 


Mr. OTDOWD (Sligo, 8.) said the 
Resolution of his hon. friend the Member 
for Wicklow which they were engaged 
in discussing had his earnest and hearty 
support. Not alone had this Resolution 
the support of his hon. friends around 
him, but it had also, he ventured to think, 
the support and approval of everv Irish 
Member, no matter to what school of 
political thought he might belong. And 
why ? Because they recognised—and all 
Irish Members recognised—that the sub- 
ject dealt with in the Resolution before 
the House was one of the gravest national 
importance. It was one of national 
importance, because the drainage of the 
rivers of Ireland would affect and bene- 
ficially affect numbers of people of all 
classes and creeds in the country. 


This question in its nationa! aspect had 
been so ably and so exhaustively dealt with 
by his hon. friends who had preceded 
him that he would not weary the House 
with any stale platitudes of his own. 
He might, however, point out in passing 
that here was an admitted Irish griev- 
ance from which Unionists as well as 
Nationalists suffered, and which the 
Government, through the machinery of 
their numerous Irish hoards and depart- 
ments, could speedily Would 
thev prove themselves equal to the 
occasion 4 Would they even now make 
a beginning and tackle this question 
which had been so sadly neglected by 
successive Governments in the past ? 
The Government professed an anxiety 
to develop [nish resources ; they boasted 
that thev were able and willing to do 
all for Ireland that a native Parliament 
could do. Let them prove the sincerity 
of their professions by adopting the 
Motion of his hon. frend and bevinning 
at once with a s heme for the drainage 
of Irish rivers. But it was too much 
to expect that thev would do so, not- 
withstanding the undeniable fact that 
such a scheme, if adopted and carried 
out, would be the means of averting 


redress. 
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periodic famines in many districts, of 
converting hundreds of thousands of 
acres, now practically valueless ow'ng to 
constant overfloodings, into good arable 
land, and of bringing happiness, if not 
prosperity, to the doors of thousands of 
small farmers scattered all over Ireland. 
There was no doubt but that it would 
enormously increase the wealth and 
prosperity of the country. It was a pity, 
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therefore, that a Government which could 
afford to spend millions on the prosecu- | 
tion of an unjust war in Sovth Africa, | 
and could find money to engage in| 
fruitless expeditions against the Grand | 
Lama and that Will-o’-the-Wisp of | 
the desert, the Mad Mullah, could not 
furnish a trifle to aid in carrying out a 
project which would be attended with 
the happy results he had indicated. 
The question was one of supreme national | 
moment, and as such should be 
dealt with in a broad, liberal, and states- 
manlike spirit by any Government which 
wished to keep up the pretence that 
they were able and anxious to govern 
Ireland for the benefit of the people 
and with a view to the material advance- 
ment of the interests of the country. 

The drainage of the Bann, the Barrow, 
aud the other great rivers in Ireland 
had been mentioned, and would again be 
mentioned before the debate closed, and 
with everything that had been said in 
regard to these rivers he was in thorough 
agreement. He hoped, however, that 
he might be pardoned if he mentioned 
the case of the negligence of the Govern- 
ment in regard to the drainage of the 
Owenmore in the county of Sligo. At- 
tempts had been made from time to time, 
in one shape or other, to do something 
for the drainage of the other great rivers, 
but although the people of South Shgo 
in the poor province of Connaught had 
heen agitating and asking some aid 
lrom the Government for the drainage 
of this river during the past sixty vears, 
a deaf ear had always been turned to 
their demands for justice and fair play. 


The Owenmore was not a_ navigable 
river. It took its rise in a scheduled 


congested district, and flowed for a 
considerable distance through that dis- 
trict, continued its course through South 
Sligo, and owing to its crooked course 
and choked condition was liable to 
periodical flooding. This meant ruin 


| river 


| the 
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to the hundreds of small farmers in- 
habiting the valley through which it 
flowed; last year the drainage caused 
by these floods was so great that a great 
public meeting was held in Ballymote 
in August last, presided over by the 
very rev. Canon Loftus, and attended 
by clergymen and magistrates of all 
denominations. Strong resolutions were 
adopted, but nothing had been done. 


In 1847, the year of the famine, an’esti- 
mate was made for the drainage of this 
by the then county surveyor. 
It was estimated that 8,000 acres could 


| be reclaimed at an outlav of £7,000, but 
| the Government of that day spent the 
| money 
| the work was abandoned. 


elsewhere and 
In 1879 an- 
other effort was made to institute a 
scheme for the drainage of this river, 
but the landlord’s consent could not 
be obtained, and the scheme once more 


in relief works 


fell through. In 1895 the Liberal 
Government was approached, and 
they were inclined to give a_ grant, 
but they left office immediately 


after, and their benevolent intentions were 
not followed up by their 
Again, in 1896, a great meeting of all 
creeds and classes was held in Ballymote. 
This meeting presided over by 


successors. 


Was 


' Colonel Cooper, the lord - lieutenant of 


the county, a Unionist landlord, and a 
firm supporter of the Government. of 
that dav. A memorial was adopted 
praying for a grant-in-aid, but the 
usual stereotyped answer was returned, 
‘*“No money available.” There were in 
Ireland, the Congested Districts Board, 
Department of Agriculture, and 
many other Departments too numerous 
to mention. This river flowed through 
three scheduled congested districts, and 
its drainage would mean the reclamation 
of 8,000 acres of land, now practically 
valueless, but what had the Congested 
Districts Board or the Department of Agri- 
culture done in the matter? Nothing! 
Was it too much to expect that even 
now at the eleventh hour the Govern- 
ment would open its eves and give 
financial aid and encouragement to a 
scheme which would be productive of 
so much good? There was a free grant 
given towards the drainage of the Suck 
some vears ago. It was given, as was 
stated, under exceptional circumstances, 
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There were exceptional circumstances here 
also, and he hoped the Chief Secretary 
would hearken to the appeal he made on 
behalf of the poor people of his con- 
stituency, and give a helping hand in 
the direction of having this river drained. 


Arterial Drainage 


By doing so he would be helping in a | 


measure to repair the neglect of the past. 


Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, 
Ossory) pointed out that this question 
had been considered by two Commissions 


{COMMONS} 


—the Viceregal Commission of 1885, and | 


the Royal Commission on Public Works 
in Ireland of 1887—both of which re- 
ported strongly in favour of a scheme of 
drainage for the Barrow. On 
strength of those Reports the present 


the | 


Prime Minister, then Chief Secretary | 
/comparatively small matter which had 


for Ireland, introduced a Bill in 1888, 
That measure was not proceeded with. 
In the following session he introduced 


| been raised 
| circumstances 


a more comprehensive Bill, proposing 
to carry out works on the Barrow to the | 
extent of £560,000, ef which £215,000 | 


was to be a free grant, and the remainder 


raised on the improved land within the | 


riparian area. 
and since then nothing whatever had 
But the matter had 


been done. 


stood still: 


creasing, and the need for action became 


more urgent every day. Several times 


That Bill did not pass, | 
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the establishment of another department 
in Ireland ; there were too many depart- 
ments already. Nor did he approve 


|of the work being given to the Board o! 


Works ; there were all over the country 
too many monuments of the stupidity 
and incapacity of that department. 
What he suggested wasthat committees 
of the county councils should be en- 
trusted with the work. If money and 
machinery were put into their hands 
he believed that the confidence in their 
capacity would be amply and _ tully 
justified. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Watrer Lone, Bristol, 
8.) said that before dealing with the 
main question he might refer to a 


in the debate, viz., the 
under which Sir Alex- 
ander Binnie had been appointed to 
report on river drainage in Ireland. 
Hon. Members were under mis- 
apprehension. The local drainage board 
was consulted in the appointment. o! 
Sir Alexander Binnie, and that gentle- 


a 


-man had a perfectly free hand to make 


not | 


the evil had gone on in- | 


in the year the people in the districts | 


affected had to leave their homes in the | 


poorer quarters, some having to be 


rescued by means of ambulances for | 


which the guardians had to pay, some | 


went to the 
their friends, and then when the floods 
abated they returned to their miserable 
homes. It was impossible to under- 
stand how they existed. Disease was 
promoted, and epidemics might be ex- 


workhouse and others to | 


what and examinations he 


thought necessary in order that he 


surveys 


might furnish a report which, he hoped, 
might prove a valuable one. He under- 
stood, however, from the debate that 
what hon. Members opposite wanted 
was not further investigation, but im- 
mediate action. Probably the most prac- 
tical speech in the debate was that made 
by the hon. Member who spoke last, 
and he had suggested that committees ot 
the county councils should do the work. 
That was a practical suggestion with 
which he would deal later. The Motion 


was one in which fault was found with- 


pected at any time. He hoped the! the Governments of the last 100 years 


| 


Chief Secretary would make some prac- | for neglecting arterial drainage in Ireland, 


tical answer that night. Personally, he | but the mover and seconder of the Motion 


did not approve of the suggestion for | had urged the necessity, not so much 


Mr. O'Dowd. 
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of dealing with arterial drainage, as of had taken so much advice that they 
making these rivers into waterways. | had in the longrun taken a_ course 
which had resulted in the least benefit to 


the district which they desired to serve. 


Mr. KILBRIDE (Kildare, 8.): You | 


! 
S y | Undoubtedly they had consulted local 
cannot make a waterway of the Upper | : : 
| 
| 
| 


Sioa | opinion, but it was the unanimous feeling 
that the guiding opimion had been a 
/mistaken one. The result had been 
Mr. WALTER LONG said the short | unsatisfactory. 

but pertinent interruption of the hon. | 

Member disposed of the greater portion | The boards under the existing 
of the speeches of the mover and | Acts were obviously ow of keeping 
seconder of the Motion. The £2,500,000 | 
spent on arterial drainage in Ireland | @ general debate on Irish government 


had been contrasted with the many | —the river boards dealing with these 


with the present time. This was not 


millions spent in Holland. But the | rivers were out of date, and owing to the 
latter was a question not of arterial changes m land tenure the formation ot 
drainage but of waterways. Those | those boards became more difficult every 
two questions must be dealt with sepa- | Year. A suggestion had been made to 
rately, What he understood was wanted | transfer the powers to a committee of 
was that the evils which arose from the | County councils, and in England legisla- 
overflowing of these rivers should be | tion had set up joint committees of con- 
dealt with. That was a question solely | tiguous counties to deal with pollution 
of arterial drainage. So faras the Bann | of rivers, but the difficulty of dealing 
and the Barrow were concerned he was | With flooding was quite different to that 
airaid that there could be no doubt that | of dealing with pollution, and more in- 
irom time to time immense damage to formation was required. [“ No, no!”] 
property resulted from the present con- | There was necessity for reform; the 
dition of these rivers. It was undoubted|y | present condition of things could not 
the case that if rivers overflowed in an continue, but a procedure must be found 
agricultural district not only were fields | to bring about a systematic and success- 
and houses submerged, but there must be ful result. 

serious injury to the industry of the dis- 

trict. It had been said that everything *Mr. JOHN O’CONNOR asked the 
that had been done hitherto had been Chief Secretary if he remembered «n 
wrongly done. While he did not wish to, Answer which he gave to him, probably 
absolve the Irish Government and the | about a week ago, in reply to a Question 
Board of Works from all responsibility on the Paper as to whether the Govern- 
and all blame, be thought they were not as | ment was prepared to introduce a Bill 
much to blame as hon. Gentlemen oppo- | extending the provisions of Section 20 


site seemed to think. Thev had con-| so as to establish joint boards of county 


sulted local opinion to a greater extent | councils in respect of the rivers flowing 
than they had been given credit for, and | through their respective districts. Was 
many of the evils of which comylaint had | he now prepared to promise them a short 


been made were due to the fact that they | Bill ? 
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Mr. WALTER LONG said he was 


quite willing to consider such a sugges- 
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tion, but he was afraid this would not 
be sufficient. 
and there must be co-operation in the 


More advice was required, 


dealing with the upper and lower parts 
of a river; 
in the other part were different and re- 
More in- 


quired different remedies. 


the difficulties in the one and | ; 
| was that while I favoured the extension 


{COMMONS} 





| 
| 


formation was wanted as to the best way | 


to deal with some of these difficulties, 
and he believed that the best course to 
adopt would be to have a short examin- 
ation by three experts, one an engineer, 
and two experts connected with local 
He that 
an examination of that kind they might 


government. believed after 
get a reform of the Local Government 
Act of 1898, and with such additional 
powers they might be able to deal with 
After that 
any additional money granted might 
That the 


clusion he had arrived at, and if his sug- 


the question satisfactorily. 


be wisely spent. was con- 
gestion was acceptable to both sides he 
would undertake the appointment of 
such a Committee without anv delay, and 
he did not think it would take very long 
to make a practical Report upon the 


whole question. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 
said the speech they had just listened to 
Was anexact counterpart of many speeches 
they had heard on Irish subjects from 
successive Irish Governments. Of course 
the right hon. Gentleman was able to 
plead that his knowledge of the question 
was small and that he had had very little 
time to look into it. 
however, that he had consulted those 
who were conversant with it, and yet he 


had made no definite proposal whatever. 


He supposed, | 


The right hon. Gentleman had admitted | 
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a grievance which had been in existence 
for generations, and then he threw out 
vague suggestions as to the possibility 
of amending the Local Government Act. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: What I said 
of Section 20 of the Act of 1898 I did not 


believe that it would cover the ground. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND | said that 
what the right hon. Gentleman did was 
to throw out that suggestion, and then 
he added that he did not pin himself 
to it. The suggestion as to the appoint- 
ment of a small Committee was a most 
extraordinary one, and he declined to 
take any share of the responsibility for 
it. He saw no reason for any further 
inquiry, and if the right hon. Gentleman 
had come to a settled conclusion on the 
subject he should act on his own opinion 
the The 


stitution of the proposed Committee 


and appoint inquiry. con- 
was absurd, and he wanted to know who 
the local government experts were to be. 
sugggested 


DoD 


The right hon. Gentleman 
that this Committee should consist of 
engineer and two local 


an eminent 


government officials. 
Mr. WALTER LONG: I never used 
the word “ officials.” I said experts. 
Mr. JOHN REDMOND said he should 
like to know what the right hon. Gentle- 


man meant by experts. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said that they 
would be men experienced in the affairs 
of local government, but not officers 


connected with the Governmenc. 
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Mr. JOHN REDMOND invited the 


right hon. Gentleman to come to some 


Arterial Drainage 


definite conclusion on the question, and 
asked whether these experts were to be 
selected by the county councils in Ireland 
or whether they were to be men sent over 
Until the right 
definite 


respon- 


from England. hon. 


Gentleman gave some more 


statement he should take no 





sibility whatever for the suggestion he 
had made. The right hon. Gentleman | 
had not met their case, and in these 
circumstances he hoped his hon. friend 


would go to a division. 


Mr. KILBRIDE pointed out that 
an extension of Section 20 would 
not deal with this difficulty, be- 


cause what suited the upper reaches 
of the river would not suit the lower 


reaches. It might apply all right to the 





Shannon and the Bann, but it had no 


application to the Barrow. A con- 


ference of the county councils concerned 
was held a few months ago and they 


came to the conclusion that a joint board 


should be formed, consisting of the repre- 
sentatives of the county councils of the 
counties through which the river flowed, 
to deal with the whole question of the 
One 


imagine from the speech made by the | 


drainage of the Barrow. would | 
right hon. Gentleman that the Govern- | 
ment had done something to improve 


the condition of the River Barrow, but 
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as a matter of fact they had never spent 
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one penny on the drainage of that river. 
The bed of the river had become silted up, 
and obstructions years ago had been 
the 
river; and if the county councils were 


allowed to be constructed across 


only given power to remove those ob- 
structions by levying a very small rate 
on the areas affected they could relieve 
Un- 
the farmers 


the flooding to a very large extent. 
less something was done 
and inhabitants of those areas would be 
very seriously affected. Frequently the 
flooded, health 
of the people had suffered considerably. 


houses were and the 
He hoped something would be done to 
deal with the upper reaches of the River 
Barrow, and if the Government would 
not do anything, at least they might 
give the localities power to do it them- 


selves. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) called attention 
to what he regarded as a serious omission 
in the Chief Secretary’s statement, in that 
he had given no hint as to whether the 
Government contemplated providing any 
money for the operation. As no hope 
had been held out that any money would 
be provided for this purpose he hoped 


they would proceed to a division. 
Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 79; Noes, 
120. Division List No. 189.) 


AYES. 


Ambrose, Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

3oland, John 

Brigg, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8S.) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Crean, Eugene 


Dillon, John 
Doogan, P. C. 


Ffrench, Peter 
Field, William 


Flavin, Michael 





Cremer, William Randal 
Delany, William 
Devlin,CharlesRamsay(Galway 


Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 


Findlay, Alexander( Lanark, NE 


Hammond, Jobn 

Hardie, J Keir (MerthyrTydyil) 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Healy, Timothy Michael 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharp 
Johnson, John 

Jones, Leif (Appleby) 





Joseph 


adstone, RtHn.Herbert John | Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
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Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan, W 
Kilbride, Denis 

Lamont, Norman 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W.) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfred (Cornwall) 
Layland- Barratt, Francis 
Levy, Maurice 

Lundon, W. 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Fadden, Edward 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Murphy, John 


Adjournment 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew , Sir Andrew Novl 
Allhusen, AugustusHenry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Aroold-Forster, Rt.Hn. Hugh 0. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sirf. 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J (Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour. Rt. Hn.Gerald W.( Leeds 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brymer, William Ernest 

Bull, William James 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell, J.H.M.(Dublin Uriy. 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C. W.( Derbyshire) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, RtHn.J.A.(Worc. 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Tnos. H. A. kh. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Doughty, Sir George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Fellowes, RtHnAilwyn Edward 


PUBLIC HEALTH BILL. 
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Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan,Col.JohnP. (Galway, N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’ Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’Donneil, John (Mayo, 8S.) 
O'Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, James(Roscommon,N) 
O'Malley, William 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Parrott, William 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 


NOES. 


Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r. 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay,Sir R. B.(Inv’rn’ssB’ghs) 
Fisher, Willian Hayes 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick, S.W. 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin & Nairn) 
Gore, Hon. 8S. F. Ormsby 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs. ) 
Gretton, John 

Hamilton, Mary.of (L’donderry 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Henderson, Sir A.(Stafford, W. ) 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hoult, Joseph 

Hunt, Rowland 

Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt.Hn.Col. W. 
Keswick, William 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgo w) 
Lawrence,SirJoseph(Monm’th) 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hants., Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower,Frederick N S. 
Long,RtHon. Walter(Bristol,S) 





Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis( Edinburgh W. 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Montagn, G. (Huntingdon) 








of the House. 


Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roche, John 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Schwann, Charles E. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, DavidAlfred(Merthyr) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid ) 
Young, Samuel 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYEs— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O’ Brien. 





| Morgan, David J( Walthamstow 
| Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Percy, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renwick, George 

Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool 
Sackville, Col. 8S. G. Stopford 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. T. Myles 
Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 

Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord(Lancs. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt.Hn.Sir William H. 
Welby, Lt-Col. A.C. E.(Taunton) 
Whiteley. H.(Ashton und. Lyne 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wortley, Rt.Hn. C. B. Stuart 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 

Wylie, Alexander 





TELLERS FOR THE NoEs—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


| 
| 


Montagu, Hon.J.Scott(Hants.) | 


FINANCE BILL. 











din Asterisk (*) at the commencement of a Speech indicates revisurn by the Member 


Considered in Committee ; Committee 


Order for Second Reading read, and 
sit again upon 


discharged. Bill withdrawn. to 


report Progress ; 
| Monday next. 


| 
| 


Adjourned at ten minutes after Twelve o'clock, 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Thursday, 25h May, 1905 


97 
{25 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Tyneside Tramways and Tramroads 
Bill [H.t.]. Commons Amendments con- 
sidered, and agreed co. 


Matlock Bath Improvement Bill [#....]. 
Reported from the Select Committe, 
with Amendments. 


Dubiin Corporation (Superannuation) 
Bull; South Oxfordshire Water and Gas 
sili. Reported, without Amendment. 


Morley Corporation Bill; Barrymore 
Estate Bill [u.L.]; Brentwood Gas Bill ; 
Great Central Railway (Pension Fund) 
Bill [H.u.]; North Sussex Gas Bill; 
Colne Corporation Bill; Aylesbury Gas 
sill. Reported, with Amendments. 


Wellingborough and District Tram- 
roads and Electricity Supply Bill [H.1.] ; 
Acton Sewage Bill. Report from the 
Committee of Selection, That the Lord 
Clifford of Chudleigh be proposed to the 
House as a member of the Select Com- 
mittee on the said Bills in the place of 
the Lord Hare (E. Listowel); read, and 
agreed to. 


‘aling Corporation Bill. Report from 
the Select Committee, That the Com- 
mittee had not proceeded with the con- 
sideration of the Bill, no parties having 
appeared in opposition thereto; read, 
and ordered to lie on the Table. The 
orders made on Thursday and Friday last 
discharged, and Bill committed. 


London United Tramways (Extension 
of Time) Bill. Read 2*, and committed. , 


i dom Alliance ; 


May 1905} 
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‘further Amendments made ; Bill passed, 


and returned to the Commons, 


Great Northern, Piccadilly, and Bromp- 
ton Railway (No. 1) Bill. Brought from 
the Commons; read 1; and referred to 
the Examiners. 


Tralee Urban District Council 4..1 
[H.L.]. Returned from the Commons 
agreed to, with Amendments. The said 
Amendments considered, and agreed to: 


Newcastle-upon-Tyne Corporation Bill 
{H.L.J; Wellingborough and District 
Tramroads and Electricity Supply Bill 
[H.L.]; Acton Sewage Bill. Leave given 
to the Select Committee to adjourn over 
To-morrow, and not to sit on Monday 
next till half-past Twelve o’clock. 


North Metropolitan Electric Power 
Supply Bill [#.1.]. Reported from the 
Select Committee, with Amendments. 


Education Board Provisional Orders 
Cenfirmation (Liverpool, ete.) Bill [H.1.]. 
Read 3* (according to order), and passed, 
and sent to the Commons. 


Education Board Provisional Order 
Confirmation (London No. 2) Bill [H.1.}. 
Amendment reported (according to order), 
and Bill to be read 3* to-morrow. 


Alexander Scott’s Hospital Order Con- 
firmation Bill; Grangemouth Water- 
works and Burgh Extension Order Con- 
firmation Bill; Arbroath Corporation 
Water Order Confirmation Bill. Read 
3* (according to order), and passed. 





PETITIONS, 


Intoxicating Liquors (Hours of Closing) 
Bill [n.u.]. Petitions in favour of ; of the 
London Auxiliary of the United King- 
read, and ordered to lie 


Nottingham Corporation Bill [#.1.].’ 9» the Table. 


Read 3*, and passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 


Seaham Gas Bill. Read 3*, with the 
Amendments, and passed, and returned 
to the Commons. 


Ilfracombe Harbour and Improvement 
Bill. Read 3*, with the Amendments ; 


{Fourru SERIEs.] 


VOL, CXLVI. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
CERTIFIED INEBRIATE REFORMA- 
TORLES (SCOTLAND). 

General regulations for the manage- 
ment and discipline of certified inebriate 
reformatories in Scotland. 


3A 
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PUBLIC RECORDS. EXTRADITION BILL {H.L. ]. 
Sixty-sixth Annual Report of the | [SECOND READING. ] 
Deputy-Keeper of the Public Records. | —_ of the Day for the Second Reading 
read. 


See nO Tur LORD CHANCELLOR (The Ext 
Returns of cases of derailment of | of HALsBury): My Lords, a Convention 
engines of passenger trains into which | has been concluded between His Majesty 
inquiries have been held by the inspect- | and the President of the United States 
ing officers of railways during the twenty | for including in the list of crimes on 
vears ended 31st December, 1904, divided | account of which extradition may be 
into (1) tank engines, and (2) tender | granted certain offences, and, amongst 
engines, showing in each case the date, | others, bribery; and it is provided by 
place of accident, and railway, and the | the Convention that it shall come into 
Class of engine. force within ten days after publication 
in conformity with the laws of the high 
Presented (by Command), and ordered | contracting parties. Bribery is not at 
to lie on the Table. | present included in the list of crimes ir 
‘the First Schedule to the Extradition 
| Act, 1870, and the Convention cannot be 
POLLING DISTRICTS (COUNTY OF DUR. | published in confornrity with the laws 
HAM). of the United Kingdom until bribery 
Order made by the county council of is so included. This Bill, therefore, 
the county of Durham, altering certain enacts that the Extradition Act, 1870, 
polling districts. Laid before the House shall be construed as if bribery i 
(pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie cluded in the list of crimes in the First 
onthe. ‘Debs. Schedule to that Act. I think yow 
Lordships will agree that ‘*t is highly 
desirable that effect should be given to 
ARUNDEL PORT. the agreement which has been come to 

between the two countries, 


Account and Report for 1904-1905. 
aOR era a Moved, “That the Bill be now 
ee eee ee read 2*.”—(The Lord Chancellor.) 

On Question, Bill read 2* and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole 
THE WHITSUNTIDE RECESS. House on Monday next. 

Eart SPENCER: My _ Lords, it = 
would be convenient if the noble Marquess 
the Leader of the House could inform 
us what arrangements he proposes to 
make for the Whitsuntide holidays. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE 
(IRELAND) (No. 1) BILL [H.1.]. 

House in Committee (according to 

order). Bill reported without Amend- 

ment ; and re-committed to the Standing 
Tur SECRETARY or STATE ror © numttee. 

FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess 

of LanspowneE): My Lords, the noble 

Karl has allowed me to discuss this NAVAL AND MILITARY MEDALS 

matter privately with him, and IT have BILL [ut J. 

consulted other Members of the House. House in Committee (according to 

I propose that we should sit until the Order). 

Friday before Whit Sunday, that the 

business of the House should be inter-| *THe UNDER-SEGRETARY or STATE 

rupted fora fortnight, which is, Tbelieve,! ror WAR (The Earl of Donovau- 

the usual time, and that we should re-| More): My Lords, the two Amend- 

assemble on Monday, June 26th. ments standing in my name have been 
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drafted in accordance with the request 
made at the previous stage by the noble 
Lord behind me, Lord Muskerry, who 
pointed out that there was a certain 
medal which he did not think was 
covered by the Bill. It was certainly 
our object that the Bill should cover 
such a medal, and I beg to move these 
Amendments to make that clear. 


Disloyalty of Irish 


Amendments moved — 

“In Clause 1, page 1, line 6, after the word 
‘jssued’ to insert the words ‘by His 
‘Majesty’; and in line 7, after the word 
‘forces’ to insert the words ‘or any other 
persons ’.”—(The Earl of Donoughmore.) 


On Question, Amendments agreed to. 


Bill re-committed to the Standing 
(ommittee; and to be printed as 
amended. (No. 88.) 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE 
(IRELAND) (No. 2) BELL [11.1.}. 


[SEcoND READING. ] 


Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 


*THe LORD CHANCELLOR or IRE- 
LAND (Lord AsHBourne): My Lords, 
this Bill proposes various reforms in 
legal administration in Ireland, which 
are considered by those most concerned 
as likely to be useful and advantageous 
und to greatly simplify matters. The 
first provision in the Bill is one to enable 
the hearing and dispatch at any winter 
assizes of any civil business other than 
traverses. It was found that owing 
to the construction of some of the 
statutes it was necessary that the 
transaction of civil business at winter 
assizes should be authorised in this way 
by Parliament. The next provision is 
to regulate future appointments in the 
Principal Registry of the Probate and 
Matrimonial Branch of the King’s Bench 
Division, and to provide that junior 
clerkships, like those in other divisions, 
shall be filled by open competition. 
There is also a provisicn with regard 
to the extension of powers to make 
rules of Court which places this matter 
on a satisfactory basis. Provision, too, 
is made for appointments in the Registra- 
tion of T.the Officer. There is also an 
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attempt—a successful one, I believe it 

| will be—to remedy in this Bill a mis- 
| take that was made in the Statute Law 
Revision Act, 1893. No matter how 
‘carefully that work is done sometimes 
a slip may be made, and in the 
particular matter dealt with in this 
Bill an error was committed, and we 
seek in this Bill to set that matter right. 
There is also a proposal to remove a 
grievance in the matter of the constitu- 
tion of local election Courts. It has been 
found that the selection of the barrister 
who was to try the matter was hampered 
owing to the technicalities surrounding 
the appointment, and that matter is 
sought to be put right in this Bill. I 
hope your Lordships will see no difficulty 
in granting the Bill a Second Reading. 


Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 2*,” 
—(Lord Ashbourne.) 


On Question Bill read 2", and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Tuesday next. 

} 


DISLOYALTY OF IRISH SCHOOL 
TEACHERS. 

Lorp ORANMORE ann BROWNE: 
My Lords, I rise to ask His Majesty’s 
Government whether it is a fact that at 
the annual dinner in connection with the 
Irish National Teachers’ Association, held 
at Sligo on 26th April, a certain number 
of teachers left the room when the health 
of His Majesty the King was proposed, 
and many others refused to rise from 
their seats to honour the toast; and 
whether it is the intention of His Majesty’s 
Government to take any steps to prevent 
such teachers from inculeating disloyalty 
among the children who attend their 
schools, 


I do not intend to detain your Lord- 
ships at any length, but I make no excuse 
for bringing this matter forward, believ- 
ing as I do that it is one which may fitly 
engage the attention of your Lordships’ 
House and the serious consideration of the 

‘ people of this country. There is no sub- 
ject to which public attention has been 
more closely directed during the last few 
years than that of education. We have 
been almost led to believe that in educa- 

| tion we shall find a panacea for all the ills 
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to which human flesh is heir, and it is not; know that throughout three provinces 


astonishing that on a subject of such 
importance we find many differences of 
opinion, There are some who hold that | 
our system of education has been | 
so improved and brought up to} 
date that it is adapted to meet the | 
requirements of the present genera- | 
tion. There are others who tell us| 
that we have still much tc learn from | 
what is being done in foreign countries. | 
There are those who hold that children | 
should be brought up in the faith of their 
fathers, but there are others who would 
limit their religious instruction to such 
portions of Christian faith as recom- 
mend themselves to the conscience of Mr. 
Lloyd-George. But, my Lords, however 


great the difference may be on all these | 


subjects, there is one point on which all 
paitics in this country are agreed, which 
will recommend itself equally to the 
heads of the Roman Catholic Heirarchy 
and to the most extreme Welsh dis- 
scnters, to the nght rev. bench and to 


of Ireland there is hardly an assembly 
of any kind at which the King’s health 
is proposed. We know that many of the 
public bodies have had the words, 
“On His Majesty’s Service” removed 
{rom their paper and the words “ On the 
Public Service ” inscribed in their stead. 
Worse than that, we know that in many 
placesa black flag was hoisted on the public 
buildings on the occasion of His Majesty’s 
Coronation ; and so I say that though 
we grieve at this new instance of dis- 
loyalty we cannot profess to be surprised 
at it. 


We are often told in England that the 
Nationalists of Ireland are perfectly 
loyal, that all they are anxious to obtain is 
some extension of local government, the 


right to manage their own as apart from 


the leaders of agnosticism, and that is! 


that all the children of this country 
should be taught to take a pride in the 
history of the English race, with a con- 
fidence in the future of the British Em- 


Imperial affairs. But, my Lords, we 
who live in Ireland know that this is not 
the case. The words “ Loyalist” and 
‘Nationalist ”’ are not interchangeable 
terms, and the very fons et origo of the 
demand for Home Rule lies in hatred of 
England. We are all aware, if I may say 


'so with all respect, that our gracious 


pire ard with a loyalty to the gracious | 


Sovereign under whose benignant sway 
we enjoy a security and a freedom which 
make us the envy of many foreign nations. 


Very different, I regret to say, is the | 
state of feeling across St. George’s 
Channel. Owing to religious differences 
very little history can be taught, and | 
what little is taught appears to me to. 
consist mainly of a collection of fairy 
tales of doughty decds wrought by 
Erse robber chiefs, who are dignified by 
the name of Kings and who one by one 
succumbed to the advance of the hated | 
Saxon. Everywhere you find that Eng- 
land is regarded as the oppressor of Ire- 
land, and England is represented by 
England’s King. I am sure that those 
noble Lords who hail from the sister Isle 
will agree with me when I say that we | 
heard of the behaviour of the Irish 
national teachers at Sligo with more | 
sorrow than surprise. It grieves us, 
it fills us with resentment, but it causes | 
no astonishment. We are only too 
accustcmcd to the rampant disloyalty of 
our Nationalist fellow-countrymen. We 


Lord Cranmore and Crowne. 


Sovereigns win golden opinions wherever 
they go, and Ireland was no exception 
to the rule. Those with whom they came 
in, contact fell under the magnetic charm, 
but, after all, the opinions of a life-time 
are, I fear, not done away with in a 


/ moment, and the inborn dislike of this 


'at the dinner at Sligo ? 


/ among 


/country overcomes ere long all transient 
| impressions. 


My Lords, if a proof is 
needed of the truth of my statements, 


‘can a better one be found than in the 


conduct of these national school teachers 
These are no 
ignorant peasants, blindly led astray by 
agitators ; these are men who have been 
carefully trained at the expense of the 
State to teach the coming generation of 
Irishmen. These men are officials of 
the State; they are not paid by local 
bodies. I wish I could inpress this fact 
on every taxpayer in England and Scot- 
land. It is with their money that these 
men are paid to inculcate disloyalty 
the children of Ireland. For 
can we doubt that they do teach it ? 


I do not for a moment accuse every 


| Nationalist schoolmaster in Ireland of 


disloyalty. 1 am glad to say that I be- 


_ lieve there are many notable exceptions, 
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but, if you wish to know their view as a} 
body, how can it be better judged than | 
at a dinner held on the occasion of their 


annual conference? “ By their fruits ye 
shall know them.” Teachers now in 
active employment and in receipt of | 
Government pay may not be very 
anxious openly to express their views ; 
but may I quote to your Lordships the 
words of Mr. Seumas Macmanus, for 
some time a national teacher, in a letter 
to the Irish Independent, extracts from 
which appeared in The Times of May 
16th. Mr. Macmanus, writing with re- 
ference to the custom of drinking the 
King’s health, says that— 

“The custom has been tolerated too long in 
Ireland and it is the duty of every Irishman to 
make active protest.’ 

Mr. Macmanus defends the national 
school teachers who refused to honour 
the loyal toast at Sligo, and continues— | 

“The Irish youth who quits school without 
realising his duties as a rebel is, or should be, a 
discredit to his schoolmaster as well as to his 
country.” 

Mr. Macmanus was himself a national 
teacher for some years, and he says that 
during that time his salary was well 
carned— 

* So far, at least, as the stirring of discontent 
and the dissemination of rebellious opinions were 
concerned.” 

Does not this disclose a serious state 
of affairs? Does not this call for a 
remedy ? 


J ask His Majesty’s Government what 
they are prepared to do. I cannot ven- 
ture to advise them. The education of 
the children of Ireland ought, it appears 
to me, to be made a powerful factor in 
the pacification of the country. Unless 
you have a loyal population you will 
never have a reconciled Ireland. We see 
that nowadays these children are being 
trained as “rebels,” and I personally 
believe that this is being greatly helped 
by the assistance which is being given 
in national schools, out of Imperial funds, 
to revive the long-disused Gaelic language, 
which is of no earthly practical use to | 
anybody in the world, and which is only 
made use of by agitation for the purpose 
of fostering an anti-British feeling. I 
acknowledge that the task of His Ma- 
jesty’s Government is no easy one, and | 
that drastic measures may, perhaps, be 
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worse than none at all; but surely some 
means might be taken to encourage 
loyalty in the training colleg2s where 
these teachers receive their educaticn, 
and it might be made compulsory for 
the National Anthem to be taught and 
sung iv all national schools. We are told 
that we must do our best to propitiate 
Irish feeling, but in this case English 
and Scottish feeling must also be con- 
sidered, for it is with Eng'isi and 
Scottish money that these schools are 
supported, and these teachers are pid. 
I beg to put the Question which stands 
in my name. 


*Tue Eart or ARRAN: My Lords, I 
venture to trespass on your attention in 
order to supplement the Question which 
has been asked by my noble friend. 
The noble Lord dwelt very fully on the 
incident as it is reported in the newspapers, 
and he also commented, very rightly, 
on the peculiar circumstances that attach 
to this incideat, in that these men ac- 
cused of disloyalty are schoolmasters 
having the charge of the future genera- 
tion of Irishmen in their hands. I think 
your Lordships will agree with me that 
youth is the most impressionable part of 
ene’s life. The ideas that are imbued 
in a child are the ideas that remain 
longer than any other; they are the most 
deep-rooted and the most difficult to 
eradicate. We had an object-lesson in 
South Africa, where I was told over 
and over again by different Boers that 
one of the reasons for the great feeling 
of hatred towards England and_ the 
English race was that Dutch-speaking 
children from their very earliest years 
were taught in their schools to hate 
England “and the English. Here, if 
the circumstances are as we are given 
to understand they are by the Press, we 
have the very same thing happening 
at our very door, or, I may say, in our 
own house. Whatever one’s politics 
mav be, whether one be a strong advocate 
of the policy of Home Rule or an en- 


'thusiastic Unionist, as I am, no one can 


approve of such action as these school- 
masters are accused of. 


The noble Lord who called atten- 
tion to this question said he would 
not venture to make any suggestion 
to His Majesty’s Government, but I 
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am going to suggest that they should 
make full inquiry into this remarkable 
incident, if only in order that these 
schoolmasters may have an opportunity 
of clearing their characters from the 
serious accusation that has been made. 
Those who live in Ireland will agree 
with me that Irishmen are easily led in 
this matter. In this country a Hyde 
Park orator may make a speech and say, 
“TLet’s go and blow up St. Paul’s,’ 
but no one takes any notice of him, and 
St. Paul’s remains. But it is not so 
in Ireland. Unless notice is taken of 
inflammatory speeches and strong Gov- 
ernment disapproval shown, it is attri- 
buted, in the South and West of Ire- 
land at any rate, not to a policy of 
clemency but to weakness, I venture 
most sincerely to hope that we shall 
hear from His Majesty’s Government 
that they have taken, are taking, or will 
take, such measures as will lead to full 
inquiry being made into this incident ; 
land if, unhappily, the accusation is proved 
to be true, then the schoolmasters should 
be removed from the positions which by 
such action they have proved themselves 
unworthy of filling. 


Disloyalty of Irish 


Lorp MUSKERRY: My Lords, I 


disagree with the noble Lord who called | 


attention to this question, for I do not 


implanted in the hearts of most of my 
countrymen. They extend a 


not think there is really any hatred in 
Ireland of the “‘ brutal Saxon.” Hatred 
of England does not lie at the root of 
disloyal demonstrations. The real secret 
is that these people have found that by 
agitation, disloyal speeches, and the 
like, the Government will give in to them, 
and they will get what they want. 


LORD PRESIDENT or 
THE COUNCIL anp PRESIDENT or 
THE BOARD or EDUCATION (The 
Marquess of LonponpERRY) : My Lords, 
the three noble Lords who have spoken 
are thoroughly acquainted with Ireland 
and perfectly qualified to speak on the 
subject. I confess I followed the speech 
of my noble friend who put this Question 
with a certain amount of difficulty. I 
could not quite gather whether he ex- 


The Earl of Arran, 


*THE 


hearty | 
welcome to English tourists, and I do | 
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pected me to defend the Board of Educa- 
tion from the attacks of Mr. Lloyd- 
George or confine myself entirely to the 
Question on the Paper. If he will allow 
me, I will deal with the Question on the 
Paper, for I shall have many opportunities 
in the future of alluding to Mr. Lloyd- 
George and his line of policy in regard 
to education in England and Wales. | 
am certain that the action of those 
teachers to which the noble Lord has 
referred will be disapproved by every 
Member of your Lordships’ House, and | 
was glad to hear from the noble Karl 
opposite (Lord Arran) that they will 
be glad to have the opportunity of clear- 
ing their characters from the serious 
accusation that has been made. 


Tue Eart or ARRAN. All I stated 
was that I hoped His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment would give them an opportunity 
of doing so. 


*THe MarquEss or LONDONDERRY : 
I gathered from what the noble Karl said 
that if they were given an opportunity 
of clearing themselves they would gladly 
do so, 


THe Eart or ARRAN: I hive 
reason to suppose that they wiil be able 


no 


; to clear themselves ; but it was natural 
think that hatred of England is really | 
Crown, they would be glad of an oppor- 





to imagine that, being servants of the 


tunity of clearing themselves if they 
could. 


*THe Marquess or LONDONDERRY : 
Nothing would give me greater pleasure 
personally than that they should be able 
to do so. Such action represents the 
feeling of only a very small minority 
of the people in Ireland, the vast majority 
of whom regard the name of Their Sove- 
reign not only with respect but with 
afiection since the visit of Their Majesties 
to Ireland and their manifestation of 
interest in the industries and welfare 
of that country. It is extremely difficult 
fur the Government to obtain informa- 
tion of what really took place at the 
banquet in question. The only informa- 
tion we have at present is the report in the 
Sligo Champion, and from the wording of 
the Question of the noble Lord I have no 
doubt that it is couched in terms drawn 
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from that journal. I gather from this 
journal that a number of the invited 
guests, including some clergymen, having 
observed that the first toast on the 
printed programme was that of “ The 
King,” decided to leave immediately, 
and they did so, being unwilling to 
participate in a function where the toast 
was a feature. I understand that the 
toast was actually proposed, when, it 
wppears, the majority of those present, 
guests and congress delegates, remained 
seated. That is all the information we 
have been able to obtain, and I cannot 
gather from the Press or from any 
other source of information that any 
speech was delivered by any of these 
people. Mr. Macmanus, to whom the 
noble Lord referred, is no longer a 
teacher. 


Lorp ORANMORE anp BROWNE: 
I stated that he was no longer a teacher ; 
but he described what he used to do 
when he was a teacher and under the 
control of the Education Department. 


*THe Marquess oF LONDONDERRY: 

He is no longer a teacher. It 
he had been we should have known 
how to deal with him, and we should 
have dealt with him. But, as he is no 
longer a teacher, he is not under the 
control of the Insh Government. The 
Government referred the matter to the 
Commissioners of National Education 
in Ireland for inquiry, and they have 
reported that they have no information 
which would justify them in taking any 
action and that they have no means 
of obtaining such information. Noble 
Lords opposite laugh, but I do not quite 
know how the Government are to ob- 
tain information by any other means 
than through the local paper. His 
Majesty’s Government feel as strongly 
as any noble Lord in this House that it is, 
and must be, absolutely disastrous to 
the interests of the rising generation 
if they are allowed to have inculcated 
in their minds feelings of disloyalty, and 
if it can be shown that any teacher is 
inculeating such feelings we will take 
the earliest opportunity of going into 
the matter and of seeing that that course 
of action is not repeated, 
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Tue Eart or MAYO: My Lords, 
with all respect to the noble Marquess, 
I cannot refrain from expressing my 
strong opinion that there are means 
of obtaining this information if the 
Government had desired to avail them- 
selves of them. We all know how in- 
formation is secured in Ireland; it is 
obtained very easily, and I do not think 
it is at all satisfactory that Questions 
asked by noble Lords from Ireland should 
be anwered in this way. The infor- 
mation could be obtained more easily by 
His Majesty’s Government than by 
private individuals. When there are 
sases of alleged crime the Government 
find no difficulty whatever in obtaining 
information, and I contend that it is 
their bounden duty in cases of this kind, 
when asked for information, to take the 
means they have in their power of 
obtaining that information. 


THe DuKE oF RUTLAND: I should 
like to ask who was the chairman of the 
meeting, and whether any question has 
been addressed to him as to what oc- 
curred. 


Tur Eart or MAYO: The name of 
the chairman is in the local paper. 


*THe Marquess or LONDONDERRY: 

I find that the chairman is here stated 
to be Mr. Hazlett, M.A., president of 
the organisation. 


Vicount GOSCHEN: I agree with 
the noble Duke beside me that the chair- 
man of the meeting should be asked 
for an explanation. If a question were 
addressed to the chairman we would 
be able to discover whether this incident 
occurred. If there is a general feeling 
of loyalty among those teachers they 
will be able to repudiate it and to furnish 
the Government with the necessary 


reply to the charge. 


*THE Marquess or LONDONDERRY: 
I think that suggestion is a practical one, 
and, without pledging myself in any 
way, I will communicate with the Chief 
Secretary and ask him whether a ques- 
tion might not be addressed to the chair- 
man for the purpose of obtaining further 
information. i 








The Umted 


THE UNITED IRISH LEAGUE. 
*TuEe EarL or DARTREY rose to call 


attention to the United Irish League meet- 
ing at Scotshouse, county Monaghan, on 
Sunday, the seventh of this month, at 
which an inflammatory address, suggest- 
ing outrage and murder, is stated to have 
been delivered ; and to ask what steps 
His Majesty’s Government propose to 
take in consequence. He said: My 
Lords, I desire to call the attention of 
your Lordships’ House to the recent pro- 
ceedings of the United Irish League in the 
county in which J live, because from the 
accounts that have reached me_ they 
appear to have been of a very remarkable 
character. ‘The meeting to which I refer 
took place on Sunday, the 7th instant, at 
Scotshouse, county Monagan. It does 
not appear to have been advertised be- 
forehand, which possibly accounts for the 
local police sergeant knowing nothing 
about it ; indeed, when the meeting com- 
menced he was absent in a neighbouring 
town on other business, but I believe 
he got bi ck in time to hear a good deal of 
what passed at the meeting. Much may be 
Jearnt from the Press reports. I may 
especially refer to two Nationalist papers 
—the Dundalk Democrat and the Anglo- 
Celt. From these I learn that— 

“At last Mass it (the meeting) was an- 
nounced from the puplit by Mr. McElroy, the 
parish priest, who called on the people to attend 
and hear the advice which would be given them 
by Mr. Lynam, organiser, who was present as 
the accredited representative of the Irish 
Parliamentary Party.” 
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I had better begin with an incident, 
perhaps trivial in itself, but which gained 
importance from the way it was used. 
As the proceedings were about to com- 
mence, according to the Anglo-Celt— 

“Mr. J. C. Madden, of Hilton Park ’—Hilton 
Park adjeins the village of Scotshouse—‘* who 
was one of the congregation coming out of the 
Protestant church, pushed his way through the 
crowd and complained to Father McElroy that 
the band playing had caused annoyance to the 
congregation in the Protestant church.” 


I may atoncesay I have seen Mr. Madden, 
who denies having pushed his way at all ; 
the crowd was not dense, and he walked 
through gaps in it. On a_ previous 
occasion—Christmas, 1903—he had com- 
plained to Mr. McElroy of noise outside 
the Protestant church during service, and 
then received from him an extremely 
civil reply, so he had no reason to expect , 
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anything else on this occasion. Having 
complained, Mr. Madden retired. I do 
not wish to say anything against Mr. 
McElroy. 

I pass on now to the principal speech 
delivered at the meeting. The speaker, 
Mr. Lynam, appears to have employed 
the incident I have related as an excuse 
for using specially violent language about 
Mr. Madden in the course of his torrent 
of invective against landlords generally. 
However, if he had confined himself to 
abuse, misrepresentation, and slander 
about landlords, those might hardly be 
grounds sufficiently tangible for the 
authorities to be justified in interfering, 
but in the middle of all this he expressed 
his opinion that— 

** All the compensation the landlords of this 
country are entitled to is three yards of a 
hempen rope.” 
and I submit that in so saying he went 
very near indeed to counselling and ad- 
vising wholesale murder, if, indeed, he 
was not actually doing so. Denuncia- 
tion and abuse of landlords seem to have 
been the main purport of the earlier part 
of his speech,and I need not trouble your 
Lordships with further details on that 
point. But as he got further on he ap- 
pears to have warmed to his work, and 
after telling his hearers that no conces- 
sions had ever been obtained from the 
British Government except by outrages 
or threats of outrages he proceeded to 
say that— 

* A few barrels of powder laid up against 
Clerkenwe!l Prison blew up the whole Protestant 
Church in Ireland ! ” 
and shortly afterwards he is represented 
as saying that— 

“He was not approving of crime, but most 
of them were aware that it was the shooting of 
some eleven or twelve landlords in certain parts 
that got them the Land Act of 1881. He did 
not, however, advise his hearers to take any 
such measures.” 

Here we have this man, the accredited 
representative of the Irish Parliamentary 
Party, holding forth on the advantages 
which he said had ensued in the past 
from a policy of murder and outrage, 
no doubt qualifying his statements by 
saying that he did not advise his hearers 
to resort to such measures. But where 
is the practical value of such qualifica- 
tions, or a dozen such, just after he had 
alluded to crimes as useful acts and likely 
to conduce to the realisation of their 
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desires ? and that in a harangue which | 
was obviously an appeal to the passions | 
of an excitable populace whom we have | 
every reason to believe to be in no way 
disinclined to commit lawless acts. 


It should be remembered that the object 
of Mr. Lynam’s presence on this occasion 
was avowedly to reorganise the local 
branch of the United Irish League, which 
was done by enrolling members, collect- 
ing subscriptions, appointing officers, and 
arranging for a subsequent meeting to be 
held on Sunday last. Whether it has 
been held or what may have occurred, 
I have not yet heard. It is possible that 
His Majesty’s Government may know 
more about it than I do. The gentle 
methods of the United Irish League are 
only too well known—they are much the 
same as those of the Land League of a 
few years ago, of which, in fact, it is 
really a resuscitation under a new name; 
and how soon may we expect some of 
these methods, 7.e., outrage and murder, 
to be put in practice in the neighbourhoods 
—unless threats and intimidation have 
already produced implicit obedience to 
the orders and laws of the league? I 
would therefore submit that this meeting 
alone gives ample and sufficient grounds 
for proclaiming the United Irish League 
as an illegal association and for sup- 
pressing it. I would further ask if 
general orders could not be given to the 
police at all times to prevent and disperse 
uny meeting or any noisy or disorderly 
concourse near a place of worship where 
Divine service is going on, which 
might in any way disturb the services 
then in progress ? 


*THE Marquess oF LONDONDERRY : 
My Lords, the noble Earl has stated 
the facts accurately. It is quite 
true that Mr. Lynam used very 
uncomplimentary language with regard 
to Captain Madden, but the noble Earl 
opposite who has been Viceroy of Ireland, 
together with the Prime Minister and 
myself, have been made the subject of 
denunciation at the hands of various 
Nationalists, in comparison with which 
the remarks of Mr. Lynam with reference 
to Captain Madden were as water unto 
wine. I certainly think that Mr. 
Lynam’s speech was most unfortunate. 
The noble Earl asked whether it was the | 
intention of the Irish Government to | 
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prosecute Mr. Lynam, but they could 
not do so on legal grounds, the reason 
being that he protected himself by saying 
that the league denounced outrage of 
every description, and that their policy 
was one of constitutional agitation. 

*THe Earn or DARTREY: During 
the greater part of his speech Mr. Lynam 
seems to have dwelt on the advantages of 
crime and outrage. 


*THe Marquess oF LONDON- 
DERRY: I have no desire to defend 


the speech, and I would be glad to see 
those who make such speeches brought 
to book and placed in the dock ; but to 
do that you must have a good case, and I 
am afraid that this case is not strong 
enough. With regard to the incon- 
venience of the bands playing within 
such a short distance of the church, I 
am informed that at a meeting held in 
the vestry, at which Captain Madden was 
present, it was agreed that there was no 
intention of disturbing the service and 
therefore that no action should be taken. 
In view of that resolution, how could 
the Government interfere in the matter ? 
The noble Earl has rightly called atten- 
tion to Mr. Lynam’s violent language. 
But he knows as well as I do that the 
policy of the professional agitator in 
Ireland is only one of blather, and that 
his only object is to retain his position 
asagitator. This is the first time I have 
heard of Mr. Lynam, but from reading his 
speech I imagine that he is only one of 
those professional agitators of whom 
Ireland has fartoo many. Certainly 
care will be taken that the power of the 
United Irish League does not increase ; 
and the House may rely on it that the 
present Chief Secretary will insist on law 
and order being upheld. I may add 
that I personally would not remain a 
member of the Government if that policy 
was not carried out. 


Lorp MUSKERRY: My Lords, I 
would only observe that it seems to me 
that the blather of the Irish agitator has 
been very successful. All Loyalists in 
Ireland hope and expect that the new 
Chief Secretary will bring about a change 
—and a change for the better. 

House adjourned at twenty-five 
minutes past Five o'clock, to 


to-morrow, half-past Ten 
o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. Mexborough and Swinton Tramways 

ai oh i (Extension of Time) Bill [Lords]. Read 

Thursday, 25th May, 1905. the third time, and passed, with Amend- 
ments. 








The House met at Two of the Clock. ae an 
Rhondda Urban District Council Bill. 


Read the third time, and passed. 


MR. SPEAKER'S ABSENCE. 
The House being met, the Clerk at the | Local Government Provisional O: ders 
Table informed the House of the un- | (No. 17) Bill. ‘‘To confirm certain Pro- 
avoidable absence of Mr. SPEAKER, owing | visional Orders of the Local Government 
to continued indisposition. | Board relating to Milton-next-Sitting- 
| bourne, Sittingbourne and Milton (Rural), 
Wherespon Mr. James Witttam Low- | and the Enfield and Edmonton Joint 
THER, the Chairman of Ways and Means, | Hospitel District,’’ presented by Mr. 
proceeded to the Table, and, after Prayers, | Grant Lawson; sup sported by Mr. Gerald 
took the Chair as Deputy -Speaker, pur: | Balfour; read the first time ; and referred 
suant to the Standing Order. | to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 228.] 








| 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. | Local Government Provisional Orders 
| (No. 6) Bill. Reported, without Amend. 
PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STANDING | ment [Provisional Orders confirmed); 
ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO | Report to lie upon the Table. 
COMPLIED WITH). Bill to ke read the third time To- 
Mr. Deprury-SreakER laid upon the | morrow. 
‘Table Report from one of the Examiners - 
of Petit‘ons for Private Bills, That, in the | Local Government Provisional Orders 
case of the following Bill, referred on the | (No. 7) Bill. Reported, without Amend- 
First Reading thereof, the Standing} ment [Provisional Orders confirmed] ; 
Orders which are applicable thereto have | Report to lie upon the Table. 
been complied with, viz. :—Local Govern- Bill to b: read the third time To- 
ment Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill. morrow. 
Ordered, That the Bill be read a 
second time To-morrow. 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 8) Bill. Reported, without Amend- 
CANALS BILL (STANDING ORDERS AP-| ment [Provisional Orders confirmed] ; 
PLICABLE THERETO NOT COMPLIED | Report to lie upon the Table. | 
WITH). ; F i 
' ; Bill to be read the third time To- 
Mr. Deputy-SpeEAKER laid upon the ns 
Table Report from one of the Examiners F 
of potions for Private Bills, aauereg Local Government Provisional Orders 
to the O der of 9 House of the 22nd day | (No, 9) Bill. Reported, without Amend- 
of this instant May, That, in the case of | pent [Provisional Orders confirmed]; 
the fol'owing Bill, the Standing Orders | Report to lie upon the Table. 


which are applicable thereto have not | : : 
been complied with, viz. :—Canals Bill. | Bill to be read the third time To- 
morrow. 
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Orderei1, That the Report be referred 
to the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders. 


Local Government Provisional Order 
(Gas) Bill. Reported, without Amend- 
ment [Provisional Order confirmed]; 
Report to lie upon the Table. 


Wrexham Gas Bill. Lords Amendments 
considered, and agreed to. Bill to be read the third time To- 
morrow. 


London and North Western Railway 
Bill (King’s Consent signified). Read the} Local Government (Ireland) Pro- 
third time, and passed. visional Orders (No. 3) Bill. Reported, 
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without Amendment [Provisional Orders 


‘Relurns, 


confirmed]; Report to lie upon the 


Table. 


Bill to be read the thi:d tine To- 
morrow. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 7) Bill. Reported, with Amendments 
{Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report 
to lie upon the Table. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered 


To-morcow, 


Municipal Corporations (Merthyr Tydfil 
Scheme Confirmation) Bill [Lords]. Re- 
ported, with Amendments [Scheme co.- 
firmed]; Report to lie upon the Table. 

Bill, as amended, to be considered 
upon Monday, 5th June. 


Midland Railway Bill; 
Railway Bill. Reported, with Amend- 
ments; Reports to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. 


Metropolitan Railway Bull [Lords]. 
Reported, without Amendment; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


Worcestershire County Council (Bridges) 
Bill, Reported, with Amendments; 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they have agreed to—South 
Suburban Gas Bill; Nottingham and 
Retford Railway Bill, without Amend- 
ment. 


South Metropotitan Gas Bul, with an 


Amendment. 


Amendments to—Leeds and Liverpool 


Canal Bill [Lords]; Metropolitan District | 


Railway Hall [Lo.ds]; Orphan Working 
School and Alexandra Orphanage Bilt 
|Lords], without Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 


“An Act to provide for the granting of | 


Superannuation Allowances to the 


Utticers and Servants of the Council of | 


the Metropolitan Borough of Stepney ; 
and for other purposes.” [Stepney 
Borough Council (Superannuation) Bill 
[Lords. | 
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Also, a Bill, intituled, ‘“‘An Act to 
amend the Acts relating to the Tees 
| Valley Water Board, and to confer 
‘further borrowing and other powers on 
'the Tees Valley Water Board.” [Tees 
Valley Water Board Bill [Lords ] 


Reports, ete. 


A'so, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to 
in-orporate a board of trustees, and to 
authorise them to acquire the Workington 

, Harbour and Lonsdale Dock undertaking, 
in the county of Cumberland; and to 
construct an extension pier at Working- 
ton ; and for other purposes.” [Working- 
ton Harbour and Dock Bill [Lords.] 


And, a’so, a Bill, intituled, “An Act 
to empower the Corporation of Hythe to 
construct additional waterworks; to 
make further provision for the improve- 
ment of the borough; and for other 
purposes.” [Hythe Corporation Bill 
[Lords. } 


Stepney Borough Council (Superannua- 
tion) Bill [Lords]; Tees Valley Water 
Board Bill [Lords]; Workington Har- 
bour and Dock Bill [Lords]; Hythe 
Corporation Bill [Lords]. Read the first 
time; and referred to the Examiners cf 
Petitions for Private Bills. 


PETITIONS, 





EDUCATION (PROVISION OF MEALS) 
BILL 

Petitions from Aberdeen, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 

SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 

(SUNDAY) BLLL. 

Petition from Northfield, in favour; 

to le upon the Table. 


UNEMPLOYED WORKMEN BILL. 
Petition from Aberdeen, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


—— 


MILITIA (SERVICE OUTSIDE UNITED 


KINGDOM). 
Return [presented 24th May] to be 
printed. [No. 172.] 








1371 Returns, 


INEBRIATE REFORMATORIES 

LAND) (REGULATIONS). 

Copy presented, of General Regulations 

for the management and discipline of 

cert fied Inebriate Reformatories in 

Scotlind [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


(SCOT- 


RAILWAY ACCIDENTS. 


Copy presented, of Returns of Cases of 
Derailment of Engines of Passenger 
Tra‘ns into which Inquiries have been 
held by the Inspecting Officers of 
Railways, during the twenty years ending 
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Tank Engines, and II. Tender Engines, 
showing in each case the Date, place of 
Accident, and Railway, and the Class of 
Engine [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


Reports, etc, 


BOROUGHS (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
(OUTSTANDING LOANS). 

Return ordered, “giving the names of 
the Boroughs in England and Wales, the 
Councils of which, on the 31st day of 
March, 1905, had Outstanding Loans 
raised in sums not exceeding £10), 
otherwise than by the issue of stock, and 
giving particulars respecting such Loans 
in the following form :— 





























ew, 
: =F ma ‘ 
Loans raised in sums not exceeding £10) otherwise than \F ee = 
by the issue of stock. ae 2 a| 
Se ee ener aes 
s455 2 
| » os Ee 
Loans secured on | > 5's 5 Mls 
mortgage of rates or | oe eae =| a= 
funds administered by | . Z ise iE 
: ther Loans raised as above = [PS—q S|) x 
the Council, or of any Other I aaa a . 2 ls REZ! 3 
Bae } 2d, 4 = Fea) & 
land, works, or other | 2 | es 2s! B 
property belonging to | = | ao SS! Oe. 
them. 5 lse2o oF 
co «6 | §S RG SE 
= = [Sou Sil — & 
- 5 [ee SS] - 
fl [ | 3 fee ree | rena 
ae | | = , ; = Beecee as 
Minimum | | | Minimum > io é i z2S = 2 
: ; > le a = : 
amount which | | amount which | a > |s See! & ; 
the Council— | |.) the Couneil 2 lsc| S36 134.9! 8% 
| =| 2¢é ee |ERSE! €O 
| | io © 6§ |aa6 Bs 
| 12 | = aoe ae a 4 
| gle] | | | iBel ga | a 
| #/ 5 | | | Jebel @8 | ge 
| Ej = | | Stid eo! aa BS 
le m | baat Qo [-¥) Sa ~ 
| [mie | need a o & 
|S |e | |\s>6o = oS a) 
(Eis Rie | oe =o 
| By 1o|s |} s |/@O98!/_ 0. & ee 
= 14|o = |? 5/8 2 o= 
| S| |e Slee hovel me 
FS Ise ef 1}9 2/5 x = & 
>| j°1s >|. Els ‘ ; & 
| & js uj 2 |S E z % SE 
| . 5/5 s ~ \2 Hoa & oo 2 a 3s 
3 eel. at ae te g 0 aS 
e 2i|2iS|s| & $j/2°|28| 2 2 Pt 
rT) 2 leis|° rT) ble ol a & a a 
3 @j|i=lc] § ol|oeaz\_ 2! 6 S £ 
i ¥ Slzlel=l & © |53/25| - E Pa 
- =| -—|Aa . = = & = ee 
sy ° = = 1-/5/F! 6 <= = 186/98) = = a 
| © * |olzis| 2 ry ~ 12 ¢|/em| 6 3 22 
oi a = SlElS/2] = 2 - (6.8/2 o| ws 7s = 
= ry z Sisleie; 2 2 Sikel Ss! o182)] 2) a | Se 
m4 = ~ DS Peis = = =|) Sin met ee pe S ay 
faa 3 Y ailelslel = 2 ae iter ees | St tae Lee fl ee eg 
wm | © - sisi-i*| = . eissi~ | ei|eiai@| sels 
. © 5 jo _ > . 3 a 5 
.| > = | 5/2/zi2| = & ls less) 2/2) 28 /4/s2/+ 
z a “2 S\fie = = = ages taet tee) ct be L im Pee) 2 
= % = 2 |S) s]% © = a\eSies| €}/e8|e,5| 8s] = 
= = 5 eS lojslFl = SermrmeseSi gise|e/|se]oe| = 
2 © pl CS) a FF a A Oia 28 aa | a 2 
“4 = od a +|4\= > a —_— — A, 4 ~ — @ - = 
a | 
1 2. 3 «| 4. 5.) 6.) a) OSs 9. 10. | 1. | 12. | 13. | 14. | 15. | 16 i 118 
| £ : a ia £ 3 £ | |£,) 2) 812 
per} | | per 
j cent] | sent 
| | | 
| i | 
| | 














—(Sir Gilbert Parker.) 























a a. hin a 











1373 


Questions. 
EAST INDIA (INCOME AND EX- 
PENDITURE). 

Address for ‘‘ Return of the net Income 
and Expenditure of British India under 
certain specific heads for the eleven years 
from 1893-4 to 1903-4 (in continuation 
of Parliamentary Paper, No. 168, of 
Session 1904).”’ (Sir Henry Fowler.) 


——— 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES, 


Fallin Price of Sugar—Suggested Reduc- 
tion of Import Duty. 

CotoneL SADLER (Middlesbrough) : 
To ask Mr. Chancellar of the Exche- 
quer if his atteation has been directed 
to the fall in the price of sugir, to-day’s 
value being 5s. per cwt. be'ow what it 
was in January last, whilst new crop 
sugar is quoted at under 10s. per cwt., 
or less than one p:nny per pound; and 
whether, having regard to the relative 
rate of the duty to the total value of 
sugar when it was imposed, he will 
favourably cons der a pro rata re luction. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
Yes, Sir, I am aware of the fall in the 
price of sugar from the abnormal prices 
of last January, but I cannot admit the 
possibility of varying the duty pro rata 
with changes of price. The hon. Member 
is in error in thinking that the price of 
sugar is lower than it was when the duty 
was imposed, 


Alleged Ill-Treatment of a Prisoner at 
Thurles Lock-up. 

Mr. KENDAL O’BRIEN (Tipperary 
Mid): ‘To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been drawn to the pro- 
ceedings at the inquest held on the body 
of William Fryday, at  Ballyduagh, 
county Tipperary, on the 22nd day of 
Apvil last, at which the son of deceased, 
Francis S. Fryday, swore that his father 
told him before his death that the police 
took off his boots whilst in the lock-up 
at Thurles on the 15th April on a charge 
of drunkenness and hit him under the eye 
with one of his boots, and that he was 
also knocked against the wall, and that 
he was taken by the police from the lock- 
up to an out-house in the barrack yard 
in his stockings, and that his request for 
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'a magistrate to be sent for was refused, 
‘and to the evidence of the 


doctor, 
examined at the inquest, that deceased 
came by his death through p»ritonitis, 
follow.ng rup‘ure of the spleen, caused 
by external violence, and that Constables 
Vaughan and Barrett, who assisted Con- 
stab'e O'Connell to take deceased from 
the lock-up to the out-house in the yard, 
were not examined at the inquest; and 
whether an inquiry will be ordered to be 
held into the allegations that the caus> 
of the death of the deceised was his ill- 
treatment by the police. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) Uhave 
rec?ived a report from the police authori- 
ties to the effect that on the 15th April 
last William Fryday, while in custody in 
the lock-up of the police station in 
Thurles upon the charge of being drunk 
and incapable on the public street, 
created a continuous uproar by shouting 
and kicking the door of his cell at a time 
when a magister.al investigation was 
being conducted in the station. It was 
found necessary to remove his boots and 
transfer him to another portion of the 
building. He resisted violently, and in 
his struggles struck his head against the 
door post, cutting his eye. He was dis- 
charged from custody later upon the same 
day, when, for the first time, he com- 
plained of having been ill-treated by the 
police. He asked to see the head con- 
stable, who was then absent, but refused 
to wait for his arrival. Fryday died on 
the 21st April, and, as the result of a 
post-mortem exam‘nation, the jury at a 
coroner’s inquest found that death was 
due to peritonitis, resulting from rupture 
of the spleen. The police proved that no 
violence was offered to him, and that at 
no time did he request to see a magis- 
trate. The three constables named in the 
Question were present at the inquest, but 
the coroner and the jury intimated that 
they did not require their evidence, all 
the facts having been proved by other 
witnesses. Under these circumstances, I 
see no ground for imputing any blame to 
the police, and no necess-ty for further 
inquiry. 


a propriation of Funds by Late Staff 
cer of Royal Irish Constabulary. 


Me. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): To ask the Chief Secretary to 
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‘the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether, (Answered by Lord Stanley.) 1 fear 
as a result of his investigation into the | that it is not possible to adopt the hon. 
accounts of the late staff officer of th» | Member’s suggestion generally. The 
Royal Irish Constabulary Department, | electrically-driven stamping machines, 
Dublin Castle, he has directed that the | which are in use to some extent in 
sum of £433 10s. 4d. be refunded to the London and elsewhere, separate the 
widow of the said staff officer, the said sum | dated postmark from the obliterating 
having been deducted from an amount stamp; but these machines can only be 
due on foot of an insurance policy on her | used with advantage at offices where the 
late husband’s life by direction of the | stamping to be done is great in amount 
Chief Crown Solicitor. }and continuous. Double hand-stamps 
were tried at one time, but they were 
found to be too large and heavy for easy 
| use. 





(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
reply is in the negative. Legal proceet- 
ings for the recovery of the sum misap 
propriated were instituted against the 
widow, and as a result she paid the sum | 
in question out of a policy of insurance on | 
the life of the deceased. 


Delivery of Letters to Callers on Public 
Holidays. 
Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To 
isk the Postmaster-General whether he 
he as yet arrived at a decision in regard to 
| the general question of the delivery of 
letters to callers on public holidays, 


| 
| 
| 
| 


Pollution of Thames Estuary by Sewage | 

Discharge from Forts and Barracks. 

a) <] A) | 

Sir JOSEPH DIMSDALE (London) : | (-lnswered by Lord Stanley.) Yes, and I 
To ask the Secretary of State for War have issued instructions that on bank 
whether he is aware that the estuary of | holidays, and on public holidays in 
the Thames is being polluted by the | scotland observed by the Department in 
discharge of crude sewage from forts and | te sta ay as bank holidays, persons 
barracks at Tilbury and Gravesond ; and | | who are not private box renters or 
whether, if the War Office is unable to | lentitled to use the poste restante may, 
proceed with the works necessary for the | oy payment of a special fee of 3d., obtain 
purification of the sewage during the| at the counter of offices open to the 
current financial year owing to funds not public on those days any correspondence 
being available for the ete he will | addressed to them’ which may be avail- 
take steps, by a Supplementary Estimate able and readily accessible at the time 
cx otherwise, to remove this difficulty, | of calling. The arrangement will be 
and in the interest of the public health | uly notified in the next issue of the 
have the works carried out without | post Office Guide. 
further delay. 


Postal Delivezies at Staveley Head, 





(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- near Kendal. 
Forster.) Schemes have been pcpared! (ypyary BAGOT (Westmoreland, 
for the septic treatment of sewage from Kendal): To ask the Postmaster- 


2 . ‘ eels ta | ° 
the War Department — and forts | General whether he is aware that at 
at Grav esend and Tilbury, and part of Staveley Head, near Kendal, there are 
the work at Gravesend has already been | yine houses having only two postal 


done. | deliveries a week, whereas at Staveley 
Park, within half a mile of Staveley Head, 
Postmarks on Letters Showing Time of | there are only two houses with two 
Posting. deliveries a day; and whether he will 

Mr. TALBOT (Oxford Univers ty): | endeavour to arrange, by slightly alter- 
To ask the Postmaster-General whether | ing the route of the local postman or 
he will consider the practicability of | otherwise, to give the houses at Staveley 
de‘aching the date postmark from the | Head a daily delivery. , 
obliterating mark upon the face of letters ; , 
(as is already done in London) so as to| (Answered by Lord Stanley.) TI am not 
enable the time of po:ting, which is now | aware of the circumstances as regards 
often illegible, to be ea ily read. ; ihe deliveries at Staveley Head, but I 
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will make inquiry into the matter and 
acquaint the hon. Member with the 
result. 


Postal Charges to Canada. 

Me. CHARLES DEVLIN (Galway) : To 
ask the Postmaster-General whether he 
has received from Lord Strathcona, 
High Commissioner for Canada, repre- 
sentations upon the subject of the postal 
charges to Canada; whether the High 
Com nissioner has forwarded a copy of 
the debate in the Canadian Senate on 
the subject; and whether he is able to 


say if this matter will be submitted for | 


consideration at the Colonial Conference 
of 1906, 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) 
sntations on the subject from the 
Canadian Government, together with a 
report of the debate in the Canadian 
Senate, havereached my hands, though not 
through Lord Strathcona; and I expressed 
my views fully on the matter toa deputa- 


tion, including Members of this House, a | 
I have no intention of | 


short time since. 
submitting the question for consideration 


to the Colonial Conference: but I am | 


unable to say whether it will or will not 
be raised at the Confereice by the 
Colonial Delegates. 


Empire Cables and the Colonial 
Conference. 

Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN: To ask the 
Postmaster-General whether the resolu- 
tions adopted by a number of Chambers 
of Commerce of the Empire respecting 


Empire cables have been brought under | 
his notice; and if he intends submitting, | 
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made in the first Report of Lord 
Balfour’s Inter-Departmental Committee 
on Cable Communications (pp. 10 and 11) 
concerning the Joint-Purse Agreement 
relating to the transmission of telegrams 
to and from India, any arrangement has 
been concluded between His Majesty’s 
Government and the Indo-European 
Telegraph Company in connection with 
the recent renewal of the leasing of land 
wires in this country and submarine 
cable wires between Lowestoft and the 





German coast; whether the terms of 
|such agreement, if any, would be 
furnished to this House; and what 


effect such arrrangement will have in the 
direction of terminating or modifying 
| the period of duration cf the Joint- 
Purse Agreement as recommended in 


the Report of the above-mentioned 
| Committee. 

| 

| (Answered by Lord Stanley.) The 
| negotiations recommended by Lord 
| Balfour’s Committee proved to be 


complicated and difficult, and it was not 
found practicible to effect the termina- 


|tion of the Joint-Purse Agreement 

in the manner proposed; bur, 
\in connection with the renewal 
‘of the lease of wires to t> 


| Indo-European Telegraph Company, to 
which the hon. Member refers, steps 
were taken to provide, as far as possible, 
that obstacles should not be placed in 


'the way of reasonable reductions of 
| tariff in the future. This was the main 
}ground on which Lord  Balfour’s 
| 


|Committe2 desired to terminate the 


Joint-Purse Agreem nt. 


at the Colonial Conference of 1906, any | 


scheme or policy with respect to Empire 
cables. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) No recent 
r-presentations on the subject of the 
hon. Member’s Question have been 
addressed to me, and I do not feel ca!led 
upoa to sabmit to the Colonial Confer- 
ence any sckeme of the kind he suggests. 


Cable Communication—Agreement_ be- 
tween the Government and the Indo- 
European Telegraph Company. 


Sir EDWARD SASSOON (Hythe): To 


‘ask; the Postmaster-General whether, | 


having regard to the recommendation 


Work of Coleraine Post Office. 
Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
| W.): To ask the Postmaster-General 
| whether he has made inquiries into the 
jaction of the surveyor in ordering 
special returns to be made out dealing 
with the work at the Coleraine Post 
Office; whether he can state the result 
of his inquiries: and whether he can 
giv: the reason for altering the returns. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) No, Sir. 
T have not made any inquiries, as | 
cons der the matter should be left te the 
i discretion of the surveyor, 
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Sick Leave in the Post Office. 
Mr CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, Hox- 


ton): To ask the Postmaster-General 
whether the periods of annual leave and 
bank holiday reliefs are included in the 
six months leave which an officer may be 
allowed on full pay in the case of sick- 
ness On a medical certificate ; and, if so, 
what is the reason for counting these 
periods as sick leave. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) Under 
regulations applicable to the Civil 
Service generally, absence from duty on 
full pay, whether on account of annual, 
bank holiday, or sick leave, cannot 
exceed six months in any one year. The 
regulation seems to be liberal. 


Sanitary Condition of Schools at Barvas, 
Island of Lewis. 


Mr. WEIR: To ask the  Lord- 
Advocite whether the local authority 
for the parish of Barvas, Island of 
Lewis, has submitted to the Local 
Government Board a detailed report by 
Dr. Ross, the medical officer of health for 
the parish, setting forth particulars of the 
defective water supply and other sanitary 
defects in seven public schools within the 
parish ; and, in view of the fact that the 
health of the children attending these 
schools is endanzered, will he state what 
action it is proposed to take in the 
matter. 


(Answered by Mr. Scott Dickson.) The 
Secretary for Scotland is not satisfied 
that the information before him enables 
him to give a complete Answer to the 
hon. Member’s Question, He is consult- 
ing with the Local Government Board, 
and will communicate further with the 
hon. Member. 


Isolation of Liverpool Smallpox 
Hospitals. 


Mr. BAYLEY (Derbyshire, Chester- 
field): To ask the President of the 
Local Government Board whether he 


has supplied a copy of the recent re- | 


port of Dr. Reece, one of the medical in- 
spectors of the Local Government Board, 
on the Liverpool Smallpox Hospitals to 


the local authcrity of that city; and. 
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| whether, in view of Dr. Reece's con- 
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clusion that the influence of the 
hospitals has been responsible in material 
degree for the susiained prevalence of 
smallpox in Liverpool in 1902-3, he has 
made any representations to the local 
authority as to the desirability of dis- 
continuing the use for smallpox pur- 
poses of the two hospitals situated within 
the city, viz. the Priory Read and 
Parkhill hospitals, which are especially 
condemned by Dr. Reece, and of making 
such other arrangements for the treat- 
ment of smallpox cases as will be less 
likely to be a source of danger to the 
inhabitants than thoss which now exist. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) The 
Local Government Board sent copies of 
Dr. Reece’s report to the Town Council 
of Liverpool, but they did not deem it 
necessary, in connection with it, to make 
any special representations to the council 
of the kind suggested in the Question. 
The Board have issued a Memorandum 
containing their views as to the liability 
of smallpox hospitals to disseminate the 
disease, and as to the desirability of their 
being placed outside towns as far distant 
from any populated neighhourhood as 
cons:derations of accessibility permit. 
The Board sent copies of this Memo- 
randum in 1902 to the Town Council 
of Liverpool, amongst other local 
authorities, and in the circular which 
accompanied it they expressly stated 
that smallpox hospitals should be 
placed in sparsely populated situations. 


Average Attendance of Infants in Public 
Elementary Schools. 

Mr. ERNEST GRAY (West Ham, N.): 
To ask the Secretary to the Board of 
Education whether he can give the 
averag? attendance of children in the 
infants’ departments of public elementary 
schools, and the average attendance of 
such enildren between the ages of three 
and five during the last year for which 
the information is available. 


(Answered by Sir William Anson.) The 


-average attendance of children in the 


infants’ departments of public elementary 
schools for the year 1903-4 was 1,572,224, 
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Questions. 


The average attendance of children 
between the ages of three and five was 
$56,068. 


Cost of Elementary Education at Bourne- 
mouth, West Ham, Grantham, East 
Ham, Wimbledon, and Walthamstow. 
Mr. ERNEST GRAY: 

Secretary to the Board of Education 

whether he can state the total charges 

consequent on the provision of elementary 
education in Bournemouth, West Ham, 

Grantham, East Ham, Wimbledon, and 

Walthamstow in the last year for which 


{95 May 1905} 


To ask the | 


(Juestions. 1582 
the information is available, and in each 
case the percentage of such charges met 
by Parliamentary ¢rants. 


(Answered by Sir William Anson.) The 
Board have no returns for a complete 
vear under the Act of 1902 for the areas 
named in the Question, with the 
| exception of Grantham and Wimbledon, 
| and in these two cases the actual figures 








| for 1993-4 may not represent a normal 
'year’s working. The following are 


| approximate figures based on the latest 
available returns :— 





























Gross Expenditure. 
| (a) (c) (f) 
(a) | (b) (e) 
Name. 8 | 
aa | = iiente (d) is of (b). | (d) is of (e). 
$3 | & _ 
es | 3 5 
Ay = ae 
£ | &£ £ £ 
Bournemouth - - 1,168 | 15,217 | 16,385 11,022 | 7243 67°27 
West Ham - - - 56,328 | 186,263 |242,591 | 101,302} 54-40 4°76 
| 
’ | ~ - - 
Grantham - - 307 | 6,056 | 6,363 5,926 97°85 93°15 
{ 
Kast Ham - - - | 16,554 | 58,570 | 75,124 | 36,890} 62-99 19-1] 
Wimbledon- - - | 1,738) 12,885 | 14,623 9,303} 72°09 63°62 
| | | 
Walthamstow - - 16,267 | 63,881 80,148 38,007 | -59°49 47°30 
| 





Pay of Dockyard Writing Staff. 

Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport): To ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty whether 
he is now able to state the result of the 
quiry as to the revision of the pay of 
the writing staff of the dockyards, 


(Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) The 
matter is still under consideration. 


Port of London Bill—Position of Dock 
Companies. 

Lorp ALWYNE COMPTON (Bedford- 
shire, Biggleswade) : To ask the Secretary 
tothe Board of Trade whether, having 
tegard to the fact that the London and 
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India Docks Company obtained powers 
to make a new dock so long ago as 1901, 
and have spent a large sum in acquiring 
land for the purpose, and that it is 
impossible that they can spend further 
capital in providing dock accommodation 
while the question of the future adminis- 
tration of the Port of London remains 
unsettled, he will state if it is the 
intention of the Government to bring in 
any further measure for dealing with the 
question. 


(Answered by Mr, Bonar Law.) 1 een- 
not go beyond the reply which I have 
given on more than one occasion, that 


3B 
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the Government is not prepared to make 
any proposals with respect to the Port of 
London this session. 


Questions. 


Board of Agriculture—Forestry Section. 
Mr. MUNRO FERGUSON (Leith 
Burghs): To ask the President of the 
Board of Agriculture whether there is a 
distinct forestry section in his Depart- 
ment under a responsible head; whether 
he can state how far his Department 
accepts responsibility for promoting sylvi- 
culture in England, Wales, and Scotland ; 
and in what respects its responsibility is 
shared by other Departments, more 
especially with regard to providing 
facilities for sylvicultural training. 


(Answered by Mr. Ailwyn Feilowes.) 
There is no distinct forestry section in the 
Board of Agriculture, but my Depart- 
ment deals annually with many applica- 
tions for advice on forestry subjects, and 
in other ways does much to disseminate 
a knowledge of sound  sylvicultural 
practice. The Board of Agriculture 
support two lectureships on forestry in 
the University Colleges situated in 
Bangor and Newcastle-upon-Tyne, and I 
understand that not only is the demand 
for instruction at these places very 
satisfactory, but the experts in charge 
are largely consulted by the owners of 
woodlands. My Department has already 
given effect to the recommendation of 
the Committee, of which the hon. 
Member was Chairman, that the atten- 
tion of corporations and municipalities 
be drawn to the desirability of planting 
with trees the catchment areas o! their 
water supply; and I am now making 
arrangements to carry out the recom- 
mendation of the same Committee in 
regard to forestry statistics. While my 
Department accepts full responsibility 
for the general improvement of forestry 
in England and Wales, I have to 
acknowledge very fiiendly co-operation 
on the part of the Office of Wcods, which 
has established a school in the Forest of 
Dean for the practical training of 
foresters, and in other ways has done 
much to help forward the movement. I 
have also received much valuable 
assistance from the Local Government 
Boards of England and Scotland in con- 
nection with the inquiry into the 
afforestation of the catchment areas of 
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public water supplies. Education in 
forestry in Scotland, as the hon. Member 
is aware, does not fall within the province 
of my Board. 


Questions. 


Compulsory Sheep-Dipping. 

Mr. ban a TAYLOR $ (Lanca- 
shire, Blackpool): To ask the President 
of the Board of Agriculture, with 
reference to the compulsory sheep-dipping 
area in Lancashire and the West Riding 
of Yoikshire, created . virtue of Orders 
of the Board dated January 27th and 
April 15th, 1905, whether his attention 
has been called to representations from 
many parts of the said area that the 
provisions of the said Order will cause 
serious difficulty in respect of the dates 
fixed thereby for compulsory dipping, 
and in respect of the movement and sale 
of fat sheep and lambs, the season for 
which has just begun; what are the 
facts as to sheep scab which have made 
it necessary to create the said area; and 
if he will consider whether, consistently 
with maintaining due and reasonable 
precautions against the spread of sheep 
scab, the said Orders can be modified so 
as to avoid or lessen the difficulties 
aforesaid. 


(Answered by Mr, Ailwyn Fellowes.) I 
have received representations from the 
district referred to, to the effect that it 
would be more convenient to many of 


the flockmasters therein that the general | 











dipping prescribed by the Orders should © 


be postponed until the month of August, 
and I am in communication with the 
local authorities concerned on the subject. 
If there is a general agreement that the 
later period would be more suitable for 
carrying out the operation of compulsory 
dipping in this area, I shall be glad t» 
give effect to the wishes of those con- 
cerned. The application to the district 
referred to of the provisions of the 
Sheep Scab (Compulsory Dipping Areas) 
Order of 1905 was rendered nece:sary by 
the fact that disease had been detected 
within the area scheduled, and amongst 
sheep grazing over large tracts of 


common pasturage in the Clapham and | 
From inquiries made | 


Heasden districts. 
by inspectors of the Board it was further 
ascertained that the origin of several 


outbreaks of sheep scab which occurred | 


in the districts surrounding this area was 
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attributable to sheep moved from the Municipal Government of Calcutta. 
area scheduled. . It became necessary; Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary of 
therefore, in the general interest, to take | State for India whether he is aware that 
steps to eradicate the disease from this | the Municipal Government in Calcutta, 
locality. As my hon. friend is aware, I | established by Lord Northbrook in 1876 
am most anxious to avoid placing | and developed by Lord Dufferin, so that 
unnecessary restrictions upon the move- | out of seventy-five members of the 
ment of sheep intended for immediate | corporation fifty were elected by the 
slaughter, but owing to the fact that | ratepayers, has during the last few years 
sheep sold for slaughter are not | been reorganised in such a manner as to 
necessarily at once removed from further | reduce the number of elected members 
contact with other sheep, it is impossible | to twenty-five and thus place them in a 
to exempt entirely such sheep from the perpetual minority ; and, in view of the 
requirements of dipping. If it is found fact that a Committee has been appointed 
to be pract cable to devise some special to prepare a scheme whereby the 
provisions applicable to the case of | administration of Calcutta will be broken 
young lambs which are being specially up into boroughs, will he explain why 
prepared for the butcher, I shall be glad / no member of the Corporation of Culeutta 
to modify the Order accordingly. I may has been appointed to a seat on that 
perhaps add that, in regard to all the Committee. 

areas scheduled under the general Order, | 

I propose to suspend Part II. of the) (Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
Sheep Scab (Compulsory Dipping Areas) |The Committee of six (three being 
Order of 1905, which deals with the | Europeans and three Natives) appointed 
movement of sheep out of such areas, by the Government of Bengal to work 
until the spring of next year, so soon as I out a scheme for decentralising the work 
am satisfied that the prescribed dipping of the Calcutta Corporation, includes two 
has been thoroughly and efficiently members of the corporation. A third 
carried out. /member of the Committee was recently a 


; . ‘member of the corporation. I am 
Mae Daivere Hane ond Meche ate | unable to say why no elected member of 
Propelled, the corporation is on the Committee, but 


Carrain NORTON (Newington, W.): | having regard to the fact that of the 
To ask the Secretary of State ran the | three native gentlemen on the Committee 
Home Department if he can state the | M¢ is a Judge of the High Court and two 
number of hackney carriages and hackney 2%@ members of the Bengal Legislative 

: | Council, I have no reason to suppose that 


carriage drivers licensed up to date, | b 7 ld b 
number of same with mechanical licences, | @2Y, better selection could have been 
made. 


number of motor omnibuses and of stage 
carriages licensed, number of stage. : 
carriage drivers, and number of same Construction of Telegraph between 
holding mechanical licences. _ Febernn and Indian Fveutier- 
Sir EDWARD SASSOON: To ask the 

(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- Secretary of State for India whether the 
Douglas.) I can only give the figures for construction of the telegraph land line 
the Metropolitan district, and they are | between Teheran and the frontier of 
as follows : Up to and including tne 24th | India via Kerman and Robat is yet 
instant, there were licensed 10,986 | completed, or when such completion may 
hackney carriages, three of which are | he expected ; and whether this line, when 
driven mechanically; 3,547 omnibuses, | completed, will be opened for public 
seventy-five of which are driven | traffic, 
mechanically; and 1,798 tramears, of | 
which 967 are driven mechanically.) (Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
There are 12,763 licensed hackney | Telegrams can be exchanged betweea 
carriage drivers, nine of whom hold | Teheran and Quetta via Kerman and 
mechanical licences; and 8,558 stage | Robat, but the system is not sufficiently 
carriage (7.e., tram and omnibus) drivers, ;complete for transmission of publi: 
of whom 2,006 hold mechanical licences. | traffic. Action has been taken to carry 
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the Indian extension oi the Central; (Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) No 
Persia line through Beluchistan to | proceedings for the sale of this estate 


Karachi; and on this line being com- 
pleted it will be at once opened for 
public traffic. 


Separation of Judicial and Executive 
Functions in Indian Administration. 
Mr. EUGENE WASON (Clackmannan 

and Kinross): To ask the Secretary of 

State for India, with regard to the 


memorial urging the separation of judicial | 


and executive functions in Indian ad- 
ministration, presented in August, 1899, 


can some statement be placed before | 


Parliament showing what course has 


| have been instituted before the Estates 
Commissioners. 


Imprisonment of Crew of Steamer 
‘**Parthania” at Singapore. 

Mr. ROBSON (South Shields): To ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
if he can state under what circumstances, 
and for what offence, some of the crew 
of the steamer “ Parthania,” owned by 
Messrs. Donaldson Brothers, have just 
_been imprisoned at Singapore; and, if 
the men were imprisoned for refusing to 
carry contraband of war, will he take 
steps to see that they are released. 


been followed since that memorial was | 


forwarded to the Indian Government, 


and what is the general view taken of | 
this subject by that authority; and can | 
any of the more recent correspondence | 


on this question between the Government 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
I have no information on the subject, 
but I have telegraphed to the Governor 
of the Straits Settlements asking for a 
report. 


of India and the Secretary of State be | 


presented to Parliament at an early 
date. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) | 


As I promised in my reply to the hon. 


Member for West Denbighshire, on the | 


23rd February} last, I wrote to the 
Government of India on the 10th March 
asking for a report of the results up to 
the present time of their consideration of 
the subject. I have not yet received a 
reply. There has been no other recent 
correspondence on this question between 
the Government of India and _ the 
Secretary of State. 


Mrs. Grace Pakenham’s Estate, Mahon, 
County Roscommon. 

Mr. JAMES O’KELLY (Roscommon, 
N.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
Estates Commissioners have had under 
their consideration the sale and purchase 
of the entire estate of Mrs. Grace 
Pakenham, Mahon, in the county 
Roscommon, including the pastoral and 


agricultural hamlet of Strokestown ; and, | 


if so, whether any progress has been 
made by the Estates Commissioners in 
this matter; and have they declared the 
whole estate to be an estate within 
the meaning of the Land Act, 1903. 





+ See (4) Debates, exli., 1073. 


Repatriation of Chinese Coolies —Other 
Penalties. 

Mr. LEVY (Leicestershire, Lough- 
borough) : To ask the Secretary of State 
'for the Colonies whether, when making 
inquiries as to the reasons for the 
repatriation of the 332 Chinese to 
December last, he will also inquire what 
penalties in addition to repatriation 
were imposed ; whether all or any portion 
of the wages earned by such labourers 
were withheld or deducted as is provided 
by Clause 27; and whether such re- 
patriated labourers were returned merely 
to the ports of embarkation or to their 
/ homes, 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
I will make the further inquiries in 
accordance with the hon. Member’s 
request. 


Strength and Cost of Volunteer Battalions 
in the Field Army. 


Mr. SEELY (Lincoln) : To ask 
the Secretary of State for War 
what are the number of Volunteer 


battalions in the Field Army; what is 
the enrolled strength of those battalions; 
and what is the total annval cost includ- 
ing grants, camp allowances, and other 
expenses. 


(Answered by Mr. secretary Arnold: 
| Forster.) There are twenty-seven infantry 











SS wae eh Cw. ae ee ok ee = kk 





sk 
- 

‘ar 
per 


ns} 


her 


try 








1589 


Questions, 


units and one bearer company of the 
Volunteer forces in the Field Army, 
and their enrolled strength, including 
permanent staff, on the Ist November, 
1904, amounted to 28,450. ‘Their total 
cost for the year 1904-5 amounted 
approximately to £210,000. 


Military Honours at Soldiers’ 
‘unerals. 


{25 May 1905} 





Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, 8.) : To ask the | 


Secretary of State for War whether his 
attention has been called to the funeral 


instant; and if he will explain what 
were the exceptional circumstances 
which permitted military honours to be 
given in this case while it is forbidden 
in others, 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) 1 have no information on the 
mentioned, but I am making 
inquiries. 


case 


Colonial Conference, 1906. 

Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich): To 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether the Colonial Conference which is 
to assemble in 1906 will be constituted 
in the same way, and deliberate under 
the same conditions, as the Colonial 
Conference of 1902, or whether there will 
be any change, and i so, in what respect ; 
whether he stil adheres to his intention, 
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Conference of the pattern of 1902, during 
the continuance of the present Parlia- 
ment. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) With 
all respect to my noble friend, I think 
those parts of his Question not already 
answered in the House, may more 
conveniently be dealt with in the debate 
on Tuesday than in an Answer to a 
Parliamentary Question, 


| Scotch Church Dispute—Position of Lord 
of the late Corporal John Henshaw, | 


Crimean veteran, at Weaste, on the 6th | 


Johnstone. 
Mr. BLACK (Banffshire): To ask the 


| First Lord of the Treasury whether he is 


aware that Lord Johnstone, having acted 


as senior counsel for the Free Church of 
| Scotland, is now compelled, as Lord 
| Ordinary on the Bills, to decide cases 
‘raising questions of possession between 
| that Church and the United Free Church 


and cannot decline jurisdiction; and 
what course the Government proposes 


' to take in the circumstances. 


declared at Sheffield and elsewhere, not | 


to make the merits of any proposal for 
colonial preference founded on the taxa- 
tion of food an issue at the next election, 


or whether that intention has been modi- | 


fied, or might in the future be modified, 
by the proceedings of the Colonial Con 
ference to be held in 1906; whether he 
still adheres to the intention declared in 
the past not to propose to Parliament 
any scheme for the commercial union of 


(Answered by Mr. A. J. Ba!four.) I 
am advised that the hon. Member’s 
Question proceeds on an erroneous view 
of the law. The point has been already 
considered and dealt with by the Court. 
Lord Johnstone’s declinature has beea 
sustained, and it has been arranged that 
the cases referred to shall be remitted 
to another Judge. 


Colonial Conference, 1906. 

Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): To ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether the representatives at 
the Colonial Conference, 1906, would be 
acked to discuss whether the idea of a 
closer union on a commercial or any 
other basis commended itself to them; 


_and, if so, in what precise manner it 


the Kimpire, unless it has been formulated | 


by an Imperial Conference representing 
not only, like the Colonial Conference of 


1902, the self-governing Colonies, but | 
also India and (so far as may be) the) 


other dependencies of the Crown, and | 


liid in the shape so formulated before 
the electorate at the time of a general 
election; whether he intends to summon 
an Imperial Conference, representing the 


could be carried into effect; whether 
any scheme formulated would be sub- 
mitted by the colonial representatives 
to their respective Governments, and no 
scheme would be deemed binding on 
His Majesty’s Government until it had 
been submitted to the electorate of this 
country. 


(Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) (1) 
The Answer to the first Question is in the 
negative. (2) I have no control over the 


whole Empire, as distinct from a Colonial! colonial representatives or the Colonial 
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Covernments. (3) Nothing done by the 
Conference can be binding on His 
Majesty’s Government. ; 


Questions. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Naval Gunnery Practice. 

Sir GILBERT PARKER (Gravesend): 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether the ‘‘ Magnificent,” ‘* Majestic,” 
“ Prince George,” “ Victorious,” “Cesar,” 
“ Hannibal,” “ Illustrious,” “ Jupiter,” 
“Mars,” ‘Goliath,” ‘‘Ocean,” and 
“ Vengeance” carried out from each of 
their four 12-inch guns the full quarterly 
practice, including the firing of full 
charges for the quarters ending 31st 
December, 1904, and 31st March, 1905; 
will he state the reasons for the omission 
when any portion of the firing was not 
carried out; and have any special in- 
structions been issued to any of the above 
ships with reference to firing from any 
of their 12-inch guns, 


Tue SECRETARY to rue ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. Pretymay, Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge): So far as is known all the ships 
named which were in commission at the 
time carried out the full quarterly 
practice, including the firing of full 
charges, for the quarters named, with 
the exception of the ‘‘ Majestic,” in 
which ship, as already s ated, two of the 
12-inch guns developed defects and were 
exchanged. ‘The Answer to the last part 
of the Question is in the negative. 
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Questions. 


any opinion with regard to this particular 
scheme, of which I have little knowledge, 
the question of such a service appears 
eminently svitable for discussion at the 
next Colonial Conference. 


The Price of Sugar. 

CotonEL SADLER (Middlesbrough): 
I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer if his attention has been directed 
to the fall in the price of sugar, to-day’s 
value being 5s. per cwt. below what it 
was in January last, whilst new crop 
sugar is quoted at under 10s. per cwt., 
or less than one penny per pound ; and 
whether, having regard to the relative 
rate of the duty to the total value of 
sugar when it was imposed, he wiil 
favourably consider a pro rata reduction. 


THe CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. AusteN CHAMBERLAIN, 
Worcestershire, E.): Yes, Sir, lam aware 
of the fall in the price of sugar from the 
abnormal prices of last January; but I 
cannot admit the possibility of varying 
the duty pro rata with changes of price. 
The hon. Member is in error in thinking 
that the price of sugar is lower than it 
was when the duty was imposed. 


Me. LOUGH (Islington, W.): Is it not 
true that sugar is nearly doubie the price 
now as compared with the period before 
the duty was imposed, and does thie 
right hon. Gentleman attribute the rise 
to the duty or the Convention ! 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 


hon. Member is endeavouring to put an 





Atlantic Mail Routes—Galway Route. 

Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN (Galway): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether his attention has 
been called to a speech delivered by His 
Excellency the Governor-General of 
Canada, advocating the Galway route for 
the transmission of mails and merchan- 
dise across the Atlantic; and whether it 
is intende! to discuss this subject at the 
Colonial Conference of 1906. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. Lyrretron, War- 
wick and Leamington): I have not seen 
any,report of the speech referred te by 
the hon. Member. Without expressing 





argument in the form of a Question. If 
the hon. Member will raise the question 
as briefly in the debate on Monday I 
shall be happy to answer him. 


Motor-Cars—Speed Regulations. 

Mr. SLACK (Hertfordshire,St. Albans) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Local Gov- 
ernment Board whether any applications 
under Section 9 of the Motor-Car Act, 
1903, made by various local authorities to 
the Local Government Board to issue re- 
gulations limiting the speed of motor-cars 
within the areas, or parts of the areas, 
of such local authorities to a speed not 
exceeding ten miles an hour, have not yet 
been finally dealt with; and, if so, 








ae Le Oe 


ae ae ree ae ae a 





or J - Oo =O C&C 


cr 


oO Om @ & 








1393 Questions. 
whether he will give the names of such 
local authorities, and the dates when 
their respective applications were received 
by the Board. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. GeraLp 
Batrour, Leeds, Central): Three appli- 
cations under Section 9 of the Motor- 
Car Act, 1903, are now before the Local 
Government Board, made respectively by 
the Denbighshire County Council on the 
16th of this month, by the Town Council 
of Guildford on March 7th last, and by 
the Town Council of Ealing. The last 
wis originally made in October, 1903, 
and after the lapse of many months, 
during which the matter rested with the 


town council, has recently been revived. | 


In twelve other cases applications have 
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an inquiry, that he reports to the Local 
Government Boird, who communicate 
the report to the local authority. What 
is the next step to be taken ? 


Questions. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: FT do not 
think any of these cases have reached 
that stage. What has happenel has 
been that application has been made and 
notice of objection received. Those 
objections have been communicated to 
the local authorities and no reply has 
been received from them. The stage of 
public inquiry has not been reached. 





Mr. SLACK: Was not a letter written 
at the instance of the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s predecessor on June 3rd, 1904, 
to the town clerk of St. Albans in which 
| it says—— 





been made and not formally withdrawn, | 


but in each of these cases it is for the | 


local authorities concerned to take the 
next step, and as for some months no 


Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: The right 
| hon. Gentleman can hardly answer that 
| Question without notice. 


communication has been received from | 


them, it is assumed that the applications | 


are either temporarily or permanently 
abandoned. 


Mr. SLACK: Does the right hon. 
Gentleman include St. Albans in the 


list of twelve 2? That city has not with- | 


drawn its application, which has been 
urgently pressed. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: TI cannot 
answer that without notice, but so far as 


I am aware, whenever an app'ication | 


remains suspended, it is because the 
loc.l authority has not replied to the 
communication from the Local Govern- 
ment Board. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
Willi the right hon. Gentleman consider 
the propriety of allowing local authorities 
to settle these matters for themselves ? 
The Local Government Board must be 
unacquainted with every locality. 


Mr. GERALD, BALFOUR: In 
doubtful cases there is an inquiry, 


Sir HENRY FOWLER  (Wolver- 
hampton, E.): What does the right hon. 
Gentleman mean by the next step? 
I understand the Local Government 
Beard sends down an inspector to hold 


Spotted Fever in Northamptonshire. 

Mr. THEODORE TAYLOR (Lanca- 
shire, Radcliffe): I beg to ask the 
| President of the Local Government 
| Board what action he has taken with 
| reference to the Northamptonshire cases 
of cerebro-spinal meningitis or spotted 
fever; and whether, in view of the 
| rapidity of its spread and fatal effects 
‘in Germany, special means will be 
| taken, and, if so, what means, to prevent 
| its spread in the United Kingdom. 


| Mra. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
Local Government Board have caused 
one of their medical inspectors to visit 
the district affected for the purpose of 
ascertaining the facts, and of giving 
advice to the district council and their 
officers. As a result of the inspector’s 
visit, the Board have expressed their 
willingness to entertain any proposal 
from the district council to make it 
compulsory during a limited time to 
notify to them cases of the disease 
referred to which occur in their district. 
I may add that the Board would be 
prepared to entertain similar applications 
from other local authorities who may 
deem it desirable to adopt this course, 
and thus to safeguard their districts 
from the importation and spread of the 
disease, 
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* Mr, THEODORE TAYLOR: Would 
the right hon. Gentleman not consider 


it desirable to make the notification 
national instead of local ? 


Questions. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Up to the 
present time I have not thought it 
desirable. 


Sewage Pollution of the Thames Estuary. 

Sir JOSEPH DIMSDALE (London): 
I beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board whether he is aware 
that the sewage from the towns of 
Faversham and Whitstable is discharged 
into the Thames estuary in a crude 
condition ; and whether he will make a 
representation to the authorities of those 
towns urging them to adopt some 
method of sewage purification. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I will 
communicate with the Town Council 
of Faversham and the Whitstable Urban 
District Council with regard to this 
matter. 


Electric Motor Broughams. 

Sin HENRY FOWLER: I beg to ask 
the President of the Local Government 
Board whether any regulation has been 
made by the Local Government Board 
for compelling electric motor-cars to give 
the audible and sufficient warning 
required by Section 3 of The Locomotives 
on Highways Act, 1896. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: One of 
the regulations in the Motor-Cars (Use 
and Construction) Order, 1904, issued by 
the Local Government Board, makes it | 
the duty of every person driving or in 
charge of a motor-car to give, whenever | 
necessary, by sounding the bell or other | 
instrument required by the section | 
referred to in the Question, audible and 
sufficient warning of the approach or 
position of the motor-car. 


Sir HENRY FOWLER: Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that that regula- 
tion is habitually disregarded by nearly 
all electrical broughams i in London ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am not 
able to answer that Question, which I 
think ought to be addressed to the Home 
Secretary, 
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Denbighshire Education Dispute. 

Mr. MOSS (Denbighshire, E.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Board of 
Education whether his attention has be>n 
called to the statements made at the 
annual meeting of the Denbighshire 
Education Committee, held at Chester on 
Friday, May 19th last, and to the reso- 
lution unanimously passed at that 
meeting ; whether he has received a copy 
of such resolution; and, if so, whether 
he proposes to take any, and what, steps 
in relation to such statements and in 
reply to such resolution. 


Questions. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Board of Education whether his 
attention has been drawn to the state- 
ment made on the I%th inst. by the 
chairman of the building committee of 
the Denbighshire education authority, 
to the effect that the council had 
appointed a surveyor before the appointed 
day to visit, inspect, and report upon the 
condition of every school in the county, 
provided and unprovided, and that the 
building committee had proceeded to 
execute the necessary repairs of the pro- 
vided schools in accordance with the 
recommendations of the surveyors 
report ; and whether he proposes to take 
steps to verify the accuracy of this 
statement. 


Tur PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY to tHE BOARD or EDUCATION 
(Sir Witt1am Anson, Oxford University): 
I have this morning received a com- 
munication from the local educat 0. 
authority for Denbighshire. I am 
inquiring into the matter, and hope to 


jsend them a full reyly at the earliest 


possible date. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs): But the hon. Gentleman 


made a very definite statement about a 
fortnight ago that they had not yet 
appointed any one to survey the county 
schools. Does he still say that is so ? 


Str WILLIAM ANSON: I can hardly 
answer without going into detai!, My 
statement was substantially correct. I will 
write to the local education authority, 
and if there is any correction to be made 
it shall be made. 











ps 








1397 Questions. 
Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Then I take 


it the hon. Baronet did not communicate 
with the local authority before he made 
the statement. I may tell him, as a 
matter of fact, that they did appoint a 
surveyor. 


Sir WILLIAM ANSON: I have said 
I will communicate with the local 
authority. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Did the hon. 
Baronet say he communicated with the 
local authority before he made the state- 
ment referred to 2 


Sir WILLIAM ANSON: I did not say 
that. WhatI did say I believe I shall 
be able to justify. 


Agrarian Crime in England. 

Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether he will issue 
a monthly Parliamentary Return setting 
forth the number of offences reported to 
the police in agrarian districts in England 
and Wales, classifying the various 
offences, and the number under every 
head in every county. 
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THE UNDER-SECRETARY © or 
STATE ror tHe HOME DEPART- | 


MENT (Mr. Cocurane, Ayrshire, N.): 
No, Sir, The system on which the 
statistics are prepared does not dis- 
tinguish between agrarian and non- 
agrarian districts; and the collection of 
a monthly Return would involve an 
immense amount of trouble. 


| formation 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Is the hon. Gentle- | 


man aware that quarterly Returns are 
made as regards Ireland? Why not for 
England? Are there too many offences 
committed ? 


Mr. COCHRANE: It is not thought | 


necessary, 


Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.): Is 
there a manufacturing department for 
crime in England ? 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Are we to 
understand that the number of crimes 
is so small that they are not worth 
returning. Where is the difficulty in 
giving the Return there ? 
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Mr. COCHRANE: It is absolutely un- 
necessary. The same conditions do not 
obtain in England and Ireland. 


Questions. 


Mr. FLAVIN: ‘That is your opinion, 
not our’s. 


Agrarian Crime in Scotland. 

Mr. MACVEAGH : I beg to ask the 
Lord-Advocate whether he will issue a 
monthly Parliamentary Return setting 
forth the number of offences reported to 
the police in agrarian districts in Scotland, 
classifying the various offences, and the 
number under every head in every county. 


Tue LORD-ADVOCATE (Mr. Scorr 
Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton): I refer 
the hon. Member to the Return given 
every year in the Report on the Judicial 
Statistics for Scotland. { am not pre- 
pared to give him any other Return. 


Mr. MACVEAGH : Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that a_ benevolent 
Government gives these Returns for 
Ireland? Will he not let us know in the 
same way the amount of crime committed 
in Scotland 2 


Mr. SCOTT DICKSON: I am glad to 
hear the hon. Member is so well off under 
the Irish Government. The information 
is contained in the Return I have referred 
to. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: But as we are so 
much interested in the matter, cannot 
the right hon. Gentleman keep the in- 
up to date? We get it 
quarterly in Ireland. 


DICKSON: We think 
sufficient for ordinary 


Mr. SCOTT 
once a year 
purposes. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Perhaps the right 
hon. Gentleman will send a copy of that 
Answer to the right hon. Gentleman the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland. 


Irish National Education Board—Rule 
127 (b). 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): 1 beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he can now say 
whether he will lay upon the Table the 
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minutes of all meetings of the Commis- | 


sioners of National Education at which 
Rule 127 (b) was considered. 


Tur CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Watrer Lone, Bristol, 8.) : 
Yes, Sir; the minutes will be laid on the 


Table. 


Banogue Schools, County Limerick. 

Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lo:d- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he is aware that 
the amalgamation of the male and female 
schools, in the case of the national schcol 
in Banogue, county Limerick, has been 
carried out by the Commissioners of 
Education against the advice and opinion 
of the manager; whether, seeing that 
for the ordinary school work all the 
pupils, including infants, are taught in 
one room, he will state what is the 
number of children on the rolls; what 
are the dimensions of the school room; 
what floor space does it afford per child 
for the number on the rolls; is any class- 
rcoin or cloak-room attached to it; and 
whether, seeing that the infant children 
are compelled to stand for hours every 
day for want of desks, and that there is 
no room for additional desks, will he say 
if the Commissioners still intend that 
this amalgamation shall be maintained. 


Mr WALTER LONG: The separate 
schools were, before amalgamation, 
under one roof. The manager protested 
against the amalgamation solely because 
the average attendance had been reduced 
owing to illness. The schoolhouse con- 
tains two rooms, each 34 feet by 18 feet. 
There are eighty-four children on the 
rolis, and therefore 14 square feet of 
floor space is available for each child. 
There is a room for each of the two 
teachers, and no additional class-room is 
necessary. 


Alleged Iil-Treatment of a Prisoner at 
Thurles Lock-up. 

Mr. KENDAL O’BRIEN (Tipperary, 
Mid.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord - Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether his attention has been drawn to 
the proceedings at the inquest held on 
the bedy of William Fryday, at Bally- 
duagh, county Tipperary, on the 22nd 


day of April last, at which the son of, 
| 
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deceased, Francis 8. Fryday, swore that 
his father told him before his death that 
the police took off his boots whilst in the 
lock-up at Thurles on the 15th Apri! on 
a charge of drunkenness and hit him 
under the eye with one of his boots, and 
that he was also knocked against the 
wall, and that he was taken by the 
police from the lock-up to an out-house 
in the barrack yard in his stockings, and 
that his request for a magistrate to be 
sent for was refused, and to the evideice 
of the doctor, examined at the inquest, 
that deceased came by his death through 
peritonitis, following rupture of the 
spleen, caused by external violence, and 
that Constables Vaughan and Barrett, 
who assisted Constable O’Connell to take 
deceased from the lock-up to the out- 
house in the yard, were not examined at 
the inquest; and whether an inquiry 
will be ordered to be held into the allega- 
tions that the cause of the death of the 
deceased was his ill-treatment by the 
police. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: It would be 
more convenient to furnish with the 
Votes a printed reply to this Question, 
and, with the hon. Member’s permission, 
I will adopt that course. The reply is 
necessarily of considerable length. 


Mrs. Trant Stanton’s Estate, Kinsale. 


Mr. CREAN (Cork, S.E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that arrangements have been made for 
the sale to the tenants of Mrs. Rose Trant 
Stinton’s Estate, Ballyfeard, Kinsale, 
county Cork; will he say whether the 
evicted farms at present in possession of 
l:bourers are included in the sale; and, 
if so, what inquiries have been made by 
the Estates Commissioners for the pur- 
pose of enabling the evicted tenants to 
avail themselves of the clauses of the 
Land Act to regain possession of their 
holdings. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: An application 
for sale has been lodged, but the pro- 


_perty has not yet been declared an estate, 


and consequently the case has not yet 
been referred for inspection and inquiry. 
Applications have been received from 
persons who state that they are evicted 
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Questions, 


tenants from the estate, and due inquiries 
will be made. 


Irish Agrarian Crimes Returns. 

Mr. MACVEAGH : I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he can now state the ob- 
jcct of issuing periodical Parliamentary 
Returns regarding agrarian offences in 
Ireland; whether he is aware that no 
such Returns are issued either for urban 
o Fences in Ireland or for urban or agrarian 
offences in England, Scotland, or Wales ; 
and whether, seeing that the particulars 
given in these Returns are otherwise 
available in the Civil and Jndicial 
Statistics, the publication of the periodical 
Returns of agrarian offences will be dis- 
continued. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I have already 
stated that these Returns are furnished 
for the information of Parliament, and 
that it is not proposed to discontinue 
them. The particulars given in the 
Returns are not distinguished in the 
Criminal and Judicial Statistics. 


Captain DONELAN: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that the police in 
Ireland are always prepared to supply 
crime to order ? 


Mr. MACVEAGH: The right hon. 
Centleman has not told me the object of 
publishing these Returns. He promised 
to inquire as to that. 
Returns are given for Englan 1, Scotland, 
and Wales? Is the object political in 
issuing these 
teturns ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: They ace fur- 
nished for the information of Parliament. 
I have nothing to do with the other 
Departments, 


Moneymore Disturbances. 
Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he can now state 


if Captain Welch, R.M., swore, at the | 


p.tty sessions Court, that a deputation 
of four Orangemen waited upon him, 
and that, by promising them that ceriain 
contingents of Nationalists would not be 
allowed to pass through Moneymore, he 
succeeded in quieting his visitors down; , 
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Question to the one on the Paper. 


Is he aware no such } 


invidious and offensive | 
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whether he can state the names and 


Questions. 


‘occupations of the four visitors, and 


their positions in the Orange order; and 
whether there is any precedent for such 
a compact as Captain Welch is alleged 
to have entered into, 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Captain Welch’s 
ev.dence was not to the effect stated. He 
neither swore that he had made any pro- 
mise, nor had he as a matter of fact made 
any promise. He denied on oath that any 
compact had been made. But, as I 
informed the hon. Member on Monday,f 
he explained to the persons who waited 


on him that only those processions whose 


routes lay through Moneymore would be 
allowed to pass through that place. I 
cannot see that any useful purpose wou'd 
be served by stating the names of those 
persons. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Whom did these 


four represent ? 
Mr. WALTER LONG: I cannot say. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Did not Captain 
Welch swear they were representatives 
of the local Orangemen ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: That is adifferent 
It is 
impossible for me to answer without 
notice. 


Irish Agpieien Department— 
eterinary Branch. 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN (Kilkenny, 
N.): I beg to ask the Chief Sec.etary to 


; the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whe her 


he is aware that Treasury sanction has 
been obtained for increases of fifty per 
cent. and upwards in the salaries of 
certain officials in the Agr cultural 
Department, some of whom had been 
only about two years in the Department’s 
service, whilst at the same time unsuc- 
cessful applications were made to the 
Treasury for increases of less than ls. a 
week in the salaries of clerks in the 
veterinary branch who had been engaged 
on the same class of work for a decade ; 
and whether he will explain why the 
latter are denied the right of promotion 
to higher posts as opportunity offers 
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Mr. WALTER LONG: This Ques- 


tion, in other forms, bas been repeatedly 
answered, 
reply given by my right hon. friend the 


Questions. 
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and saw the incident, the right hon. 
Gentleman rises and states he still holds 
that his information is correct. I wish 
to ask whether that is in order ? 


Questions. 


Member for Dover to the Question put | 


by the hon. Member for East Mayo on | 


June 30th fF last. 


Carrowkeel Proclaimed Meeting. 
Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 


Lieutenant of Ireland if he will state | 


the names of the constables who threw 
Mr. Thomas Higgins, J.P., over a stone 
wall at Carrowkeel, on April 30th last. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I informed the 
hon. Member on Monday t that Mr. 
Higgins was not thrown over a wall, but 
that he was merely pushed on by a 
constable. The name of this particular 
constable is not known; there were a con- 
siderable number of constables present, 
and several persons were moved on. 


Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN: 


I affirm that Mr. Higgins was violently 
thrown over the wall; and that the in- 
formation supplied to the right hon. 
Gentleman is incorrect. I saw the act. 


Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, Os- 
sory): Do you know that Mr. Higgins’ 
life would have been lost unless someone 
was at the other side of the wall to catch 
him 2 


Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN: Isaw this, | 


and it was a brutal exhibition. 


Cartan DONELAN: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman take steps to supply 
accurate information ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: 
reason to suppose that my information 
is Inaccurate. 


Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN: I hold to 
my statement that the information is 
inaccurate. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford): 


After my hon. friend says he was preset 





+t See (4) Debates, exxxvii, 170. 
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On my. 
responsibility as a Member of this House, | 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE (Antrim, N.): 
_Can this House try the issue ? 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: It is a ques- 
tion of the veracity of a Member. 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE: That is an 


‘issue. [A NarionaList MemBer: You 
are not at the Old Bailey.] 
| 

Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: This is 


the time for asking Questions, and not 
for making statements and contradicting 
them. The matter can be raixed and 
thrashed out at a later stage. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: This is a 
question of impugning the personal 
testimony of a Member who says he saw 
the incident as he was present at the 
transaction, 


Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN said unless 
he could raise the matter at the end of 
Questions he could not raise it at all, 
because a “blocking” notice prevented 
it being discussed. 


Mr. DEPUTY -SPEAKER: The 
matter cannot be raised as one of 


privilege, but it may be discussed in 
Supply. 


Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN thought that, 
'as the Chief Secretary impugned his 
veracity, he should be allowed to state 
exactly what occurred, 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT (Down, N.) ros: 
| to a point of order, 


I have no | 


Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: The 


question cannot be discussed now. 


| Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN: TI adhere 
to my statement, which is correct. 
Coalisland Polling Station. 

| Mr. DOOGAN (Tyrone, E.): I beg to 

'ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 

Lieutenant of Ireland whether he has 

received a protest, signed by 207 local 

| government electors, against the proposed 
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change by the returning officer, Mr. 
‘aud Hamilton, of their polling station 


fom Coalisland to New Mills, on the | 


grounds that rumours had reached him 
that there was some disorderly conduct 
at the previous election, notwithstanding 


the fact that the presiding officer, poll-_ 


ing clerks, candidates, and police state 
that the rumour was baseless; whether 
he is aware that the Orange village of 
New Mills has neither police station nor 
telegraph office, that it is two miles dis- 
tant from Coalisland, that there are only 
150 voters in the neighbourhood as 
agiinst 480 in Coalisland, mainly miil 
workers, many of whom, after quitting 


work at six o’clock, wou!d be unable to | 


walk two miles and have their votes cast 
within the statutory period ; and whether, 
in the public interest, he has communi- 
cated with Mr. Hamilton and made to 
him representations that the proposed 
change should be abandoned. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Yes, Sir; the 


protest was received and communicated | 
to the Returning Officer, who stated that | 


after the elections in 1902 complaints 
were made to him as to the manner in 
which voters, agents, and others had 
been treated by the crowd at Brackaville. 
He took steps to investigate these com- 
plaints before deciding to change the 
polling station to New Mills, and satis- 
tied himself that they were made bona fide 
and were true in fact. The Returning 
Officer in making the change was not 
influenced in any way by political con- 
siderations. Under Sections 1 and 13 of 
the Local Government Board Election 
Order of February, 1899, the Returning 
Officer has the right to determine the 
situation and number of polling stations 
and the Board have no jurisdiction to 
interfere in the matter. I have com- 
municated to Mr. Hamilton the repre- 
sentations made to me against the change, 


and that officer regrets he cannot see his | 


way to revert to the old arrangement. I 


may add that I personally regret he has | 


not seen his way to take this course. 


Aughrim (Galway) Arrests. 


Mr. ROCHE (Galway, E.): I beg to | 
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| county Galway, on the morning of April 
| Ist, were not proceeded against by ordi- 
nary summons ; and whether he can state 
why those men were taken out of their 
beds between the hours of 4 and 5 a.m., 
and were not allowed to have their 
breakfast before being brought into 
Ballinasloe, where they were detained 
until 11 a.m. before they were furnished 
with any food. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The arrest of 
these men, instead of proceeding against 
them by summons, was a legal and 
proper course, which was adopted with 
the object of bringing them more speedily 
to justice. They were arrested at the 
early hour mentioned in order to avoid 
turbulence. At half-past seven that 
morning the brother of one of the 
| prisoners, who resides in Ballinaslog, sent 
word to the police station that he was 
| about to provide breakfast for the whole 

party. The breakfast, however, was not 
sent in till between nine and ten. 


Mr. ROCHE: Can the right hon. 
Gentleman give the date of the offence 
and of the arrests ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I have not 


the information here. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Why were these 
people not summoned instead of beinz 
arrested ? 


Mra. WALTER LONG: I 
answered that Question. 


have 


Reid v. Coote. 

Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that Mr. 
William Coote, Grand Master of the 
| Orange Lodge at Carntall, county Tyrone, 
was recently a defendant in an action, 
Reid v. Coote, in the King’s Bench, 
listed for trial, in which the cause of 
action was conspiracy to boycott; and 
‘that Coote did not go to trial, but 
‘settled the action for a substantial sum; 
and, if so, why Mr. Coote has heen con- 
tinued in the commission of the peace. 


ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- | 


Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state the reason why the thirteen men 
arrested in the neighbourhood of Aughrim, 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I am informed 
that the action in question was settled 
without tral by a friendly compromise 
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on the terms that Mr. Coote should pay | 
to the plaintiff a contribution towards | 
his costs, that all further litigation | 
should cease, and that the parties should | 
resume their former amicable relations. 
The same controversy came up recently | 
in a case decided by Mr. Justice Barton, 

but as it is stated that this decision is to 
be appealed from, it would be obviously 
improper that the question of Mr. Coote’s 
commission of the peace should be con- 
sidered pending the result of the appeal. 


Questions. 


Mr. DILLON: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman sure it is the same con- 
troversy ? I am told it has no relation 
whatever to the case under appeal. Seeing 
that this man by his action admitted 
he was guilty of conspiracy to boycott, 
why is his name ret: ined in the com- 
mission of the peace ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG said he would 
make further inquiry. He had given 


the information supplied him. 


Ireland—New Education Rules. 


Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he can 


lay upon the Table of the House a copy 
of any Returns or Tables which were | 
submitted to the Board of National 
Education in Ireland showing the effect 
on the salaries and promotions of the 
new rules or regulations in the Code of 
1905 which did not appear in the previous 
Code. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Com.- | 
missioners do not consider it desir- 


able to make public any Returns or 
other documents considered by them 
when revising their rules and regulations. 


Coolaclarig Evicted Farm. 


Mr. FLAVIN: I keg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 


tenant of Ireland whether he is aware that | 
police are in occupation of an evicted 
farm at Coolaclarig, Listewel, from which 
a tenant named Walsh was evicted for 
a half year’s rent, and that the tenant 
has made several applications to Lord 
Ormathwaite, the landlord, and Robert 
Fitzgerald, the agent, for reinstatement, 
which has been refused; and whether | 
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he will consider the advisability of with- 
drawing the constabulary from the farm. 


Questions. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The police 


/are not in occupation of this evicted 


farm, but a protection post, consisting 
of two constables, exists on it for the 
protection of the caretaker. A tenant 
who had taken the farm was murdered 
29th, 1888. The constant 
personal protection of the caretaker is 
considered to be necessary, and it is not 
intended to withdraw this protection. 


Mr. FLAVIN: As this man hs 
several times applied for reinstatement 
and been refused will the Governmeit 
now take action ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Govern- 
ment cannot take action. It is for the 
landlord and tenant to come to terms. 


Mr. FLAVIN: The tenant is willing 
and has said so through me, yet he is 
being treated with contempt. 


Lord Listowel’s Estate, North Kerry. 

Mr. FLAVIN: I beg to ack the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he can state what action, if 
any, the Estates Commissioners have 
taken in connection with the application 
of cottiers and sub-tenants on Lord 
Listowel’s Estate at Pilgrim Hill, North 
Kerry, to have their holdings enlarged ; 
whether, secing that tenants in the 
district have he'd grazing tracts of land, 
he will siy what steps the Estates Com- 
missioners have taken to divide those 
grazing lands amongst the smaller tenants 


_ who have uneconomic holdings. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The agreements 
for purchase have been lodged, and the 
matter will short!y be ready for in- 
spection. Application has been made by 
cottier tenants at Pilgrim Hill No:th to 
have their holdings enlarged, and the 


question will be considered in due 
course. 
Mr. KILBRIDE (Kildare, S.): Will 


the Estates Commissioners inquire into 
this particular matter? It is the case | 
alluded to recently in which the agree- 
mnt made between landlord and tenant 
was for the same number of years 
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purchase as in the agreement between the | am informed that the case has been 
landlord and the Estates Commissioners. | fully stated and signed by the magistrates, 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I know nothing 
about the facts, but no doubt they will be 
inquired into by the Estates Commis- 
sloners. 


Tirkane National School Teacher. 

Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been called to the character 
of th» speeches delivered at a meeting on 
the 16th ultimo at Carntougher, county 
Derry, organised by Mr. R. C. Bonner, 
teacher in Tirkane National School; and 
whether, in view of the fact that national 
school teachers are debarred from taking 
part in political meetings, he will say 
what action, if any, has been taken in 
this case. 


Mr WALTER LONG: Yes, Sir, and 
the matter has been brought to the 
notice of the Commissioners of National 
Education. 


Mr. SLOAN: 


taken 2 


Has any action been 


[No Answer was returned.] 


Prosecution of Mr. Shawe Tener. 

Mr. ROCHE: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether his attention has been 
drawn to the fact that, in the case of 
& prosecution under the Local Govern- 
ment Act of Mr. Shawe Tener, agent of 
the Marquess of Clanricarde, for having 
votel when disqualified at a meeting of 
the Portumna Board of Guardians, the 
justices who adjudicated and refused to 
convict, but agreed to state a case for 
the superior Courts so far back as tivo 
months ago, have not yet stated such case, 
though more than once requestel to do 
so; and, if so, will the attention of the 
Lord Chancellor be called to the conduct 
of the magistrates in question. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: If the facts 
were as mentioned, it would be open 
to the guardians to take proceedings 
in the superior Courts to compel 
the magistrates to state a case. 


| and 


that it was forwarded to the 
guardians’ solicitor on the 17th instant. 


Lough Corrib Drainage Board. 


Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the 


Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been called to the neglect 
of their duties shown by the Lovg’ 
Corrid Drainage Board ; whether, seeing 
that the gentlemen composing the 
Board do not reside near Lough Corrib, 
and in view of the need which exists 
for a thorough cleaning of the mill 
race at Galway, the Government will 
take over the duties of the Lough Corrib, 
Drainage Trustees; and, if not, will the 
Government hand over this work to the 
Galway County Council. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY oF 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Vicror Caven- 
pisH, Derbyshire, W.): The transfer of 
the funciions of drainage trustees to a 
county council is regulated by Section 
20 of the Local Government (Ireland) 
Act, 1898, and the consent of the 
trustees is necessary. The Board of 
Works cannot permanently take over 
the duties of the trustees, but car 
only do so temporarily, and to the 
extent authorised by the Drainage 
Acts, where the trustees are found by 
the Board to be in defau!t in maintaining 
the district. From the information 
before the Board of Works it is con- 
sidered that the district, including the 
mill race, is in a fair state «f main- 
tenance. 


Irish Teachers’ Pensions. 

Mr. ROCHE: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Loid-Lieutenant 
of Treland whether teachers who 
spend some years in teaching in Poor 
Law Union schools previors to the 
passing of the Pension Act, and who were 
subsequently transferred to or ‘inary 
national schoo!s, will b2 allowed such 
years in calculating the amount of 
pension allowance payable to them on 
retirement. 

The 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH : 


But I | National School Teachers (Ireland) Act, 
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1879, only enables pension to be granted 
in respect of service as a ‘classed 
teacher,” as defined in Section 2 of the 
Act; and, as the teachers in Poor Law 
Union schools do not come within this 
definition, there is no power to give 
effect to the suggestion of the hon. 
Member. 


The Colonial Conference. 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): I beg to ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury whether, on December 
llth last, the Imperial Federation 
(Defence) Committee submitted to him a 
memorandum claiming that the question 
of colonial co-operation in the main- 
tenance of the Navy necessitated primary 
consideration at the proposed Colonial 
Conference ; whether he assented to that 
claim; and whether he adheres to his 
intention to submit this question for 
primary consideration by the conference. 


THE PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or tHE TREASURY (Mr. A, J. 
Batrour, Manchester, E.): In answer to 
the first part of the hon. Gentleman’s 
Question I have to say that he correctly 
represents, if I understand it, the 
memorandum submitted to me by the 
deputation to which he refers, but nothing 
f-ll from me indicating that I was of 
opinion that this question should be 
first in order of importance, or that it 
shovld be the first submitted to the 
Colonial Conference. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: Does 
the right hon. Gentleman mean that the 
Government will take action in the sense 
advocated by the deputation ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, I have 
not said that. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: What 
is it that the right hon. Gentleman 
intends to do ? 


Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: I do not know 
whether the hon. Gentleman was a 
member of the deputation, but if he was 
that was the time to ask the question. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: No, I 
was not. 
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India and the Colonial Conference. 

Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire, 
Cleveland): I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether it is 
proposel that the Indian Government 
should be represented at the Colonial 
Conference of 1906; if it is, whether such 
representation was contemplated hy the 
resolution of the Colonial Conference of 
1902, which suggested the summoning of 
another Conference in 1906; and, if the 
Indian Government is to be represented 
without such suggestion having been 
made, whether he will state the reason 
for this change from the ordinary 
composition of Colonial Conferences. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): May [ask whether, 
in addition to the representation of India, 
steps will be taken to give due weight to 
the interests of the Crown Colonies and 
other dominions of His Majesty ? 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: If the confer- 
ence of 1906 meets before a dissolution it 
will be, of course, the conference contem- 
plated by the resolution of the conference 
which met in 1902. This resolution did 
not suggest either Indian or Crown 
Colony representation. 


Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman say whether, if 
India is not represented, any proposals 
for colonial preference will be debated at 
that conference ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not know 
what ground the hon. Gentleman has for 
thinking that the Government mean to 
make proposals to that conference on 
the subject. 


*Stir CHARLES DILKE: Is the right 
hon. Gentleman not aware that at the 
last conference we were informed—of 
course the full report was never published, 
Lut we were informed—that someoie 
was present on behalf of India ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Well, I have 
refreshed my memory this morning of 
the resolution actually passed at the 
conference—— 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: I do not 


mean the resolution. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is that on 
which the Question was based, and that 
resolution will be strictly followed, as far 
as we are concerned, supposing the 
conference meets before a dissolution. 


The Vote of 


Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: Are we to 
understand that, as India is not to be 
represented at that conference, no 
resolutions arrived at by the conference 
propounding a scheme of Imperial 
preference will form the basis of a scheme 
to be submitted to the electorate at the 
next election ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I really think 
that the hon, Gentleman is travelling far 
beyond the Question originally put, and 
[ would suggest to him that these are 
questions which will probably be debated 
on another occasion. 


Mr. CHURCHILL (Oldham): Did T 
understand the right hon. Gentleman to 
say that His Majesty’s Government would 
not submit any proposals in regard to 
{mperial preference to the conference 
which will meet next year, if it should 
meet before the dissolution / 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir, we 
shall not make proposals any more than 
at the previous conferences. 


Debate on the Indian Budget. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS: I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether, in view of the fact that no 
opportunity has been given this 
session for the discussion of Indian 
affairs, he will arrange for the Indian 
Budget to be taken at an early date after 
the Whitsuntide recess. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: T am anxious, 
if possible, to bring on the Indian 
Budget early this vear, and I have been 
considering the matter with my right 
hon. friend the Secretary for India, I 
cannot give a plelge, but I still hope to 
be able to carry out some plan by which 
an early discussion will be secured. 


THE VOTE OF CENSURE, 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 

(Stirling Burghs): I have to ask the 

night hon. Gentleman, with regard to 
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the business for next week, and as part 
of that, what day he will allocite for 
the debate on the Motion standing in the 
name of my right hon. friend the 
Member jor Berwick. 


Censure. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I propose to 
go on with the Budget on Monday, and 
the arrangements after that must in 
part depend upon the right hon, Gentle- 
man himself. I am very anxious to give 
him the dav for which he has asked ; 
but. as he will remember, I made an 
appeal to him when he first made his 
proposal, to which appeal he has, I think, 
so far not seen his way to make any 
response. I think he will himself agree 
with me that I am in some difficulty. 
The substance of what occurred was this. 
The very subject of the vete of censure 
was brought up at the right hon. Gentle: 
man’s instance on a Motion for the 
adjournment ; he was listened to with 
profound attention and respect by this 
side of the House [Cries of “So would 
vou have been” ]; he was followed by a 
Member of the Government who was not 
allowed to finish, I think, one sentence 
so that he could be heard; and during 
the whole of that time the interruptions 
from that side of the House were not 
protested against by the right hon. 
Gentleman. Now I do not wish to go 
back on old sore, but let it be 
remembered that the right hon. Gentle- 
man proposes that we should discuss the 
same subject; and I propose to put up 
the same speakers more or less in the 
same order. That is to say, I shall 
probably ask my right hon, friend the 
Secretary for the Colonies to speak early 
in the debate, and I shall evrtainly 
reserve myself for some later stage of the 


an 


proceedings. Now, IL think the right 
hon. Gentleman will feel that I am 


bound, not only to my right hon, friend 
but to the House, to see that, so far as I 
am concerned, the scene which disgraced 
us in the eyes of the world —— 


*Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire? 
Rushcliffe): It was a disgrace to vou 
primarily. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR (resuming) does 
not recur; and that there is some danger 
of its recurring, Mr. Deputy-Speaker, is 
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quite evident from the noisy and dis- 
orderly interruption of the hon. Gentle- 
man who was quite unable to control him- 
self on the previous occasion. In these 
circumstances my appeal is simply to the 
right hon. Gentleman to do his best to 
prevent a recurrence of such an outrage 
upon decency and fair play. 


Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: I 
am greatly surprised that the right hon. 
Gentleman should have renewed to-day 
the condition or stipulation which he 
mentioned two days ago, and which at 
the time I did not regard as of a serious 
character at all. I cannot imagine that 
the right hon. Gentleman’s appeal is a 
serious appeal; in the first place, because 
the right hon. Gentleman is aware that 
the Chair alone can maintain and enforce 
order in this House, and if I were to give 
—which it never entered into my mind to 
do—the undertaking he asks for, I should 
be so far usurping the authority of the 
Chair; in the second place, because the 
right hon. Gentleman must also be aware 
that if there was any disorder on Mon- 
day [Cries of “ If!” |—well, so dar as there 
was any disorder on Monday, it was 
occasioned by the fact that the right hon. 
Gentleman departed from the invariable 
practice when the personal conduct either 
ofa Minister or a Member is directly 
impugned, and did not himself rise to 
meet the charges against him. The 
right hon. Gentleman is aware that there 
was no discourtesy intended or felt to- 
wards the Colonial Secretary; but the 
House, or a large number of Members 
of the House, having experienced for 
weeks and months past the greatest diffi- 
culty in ascertaining from the right hon, 
Gentleman his view of his own opinions, 
and finding that he, when confronted by 
a statement made by me in very plain 
and unaggressive terms showing as we 
thought, as I thought, and as I still chink, 
at all events a prima facie case of a 
breach of faith on his part, did not rise 
immediately to explain the circumstances 
-~that was the cause of the disorder, 
that, Sir, and that alone. And if similar 
circumstances arose again, I think it is 
only natural to suppose that a similar 
expression of feeling would be given. 
There has never been any desire here on 
the part of any of my friends io disturb 
the ordinary business of the House un- 


Mr, A, J, Balfour. 
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less on such an occasion as this when 
the ordinary practice was flagrantly 
departed from. I cannot give the under- 
taking he asks for. 


Mr, A. J. BALFOUR: I am sorry the 
right hon. Gentleman, bv the observa- 
tions he has just made, has laid it down 
that it is not discourteous to an hon. or 
right hon. Gentleman to keep him 
standing fifty minutes without allowing 
him to speak. He has also laid it down 
that the provocation given was sufficient 
to justify that procedure. That is a 
doctrine which goes to the very root of 
Parliamentary business. The right hon. 
Gentleman, to my intense surprise, has 
defended his friends by saying that ! 
was violating a rule of the House by not 
rising at once, and by waiting until the 
whole attack which was in contempla- 
tion by hon, Gentlemen opposite had 
developed, and until the person accused 
had heard all the accusations that were 
made against him. That also is a new 
doctrine to which I absolutely refuse to 
subscribe. The right hon. Gentleman 
has told his friends that they would be 
justified in pursuing the same course ii 
the same situation were to arise. Well, 
but the same situation will arise. What- 
ever attacks may be made upon me in 
the earlier stages of the debate for which 
the right hon. Gentleman has asked, and 
which I am anxious to give, whatever 
the charges made against me may be, | 
do not propose to rise early in that 
debate, any more than I proposed to 
rise early in the debate the other night. 
In those circumstances the right hon 
Gentleman, having given fair warning—— 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
As perhaps the decision of the right hon. 
Gentleman is hanging in the balance, | 
wish to explain that I do not conceive 
this Motion of my right hon. friend’s to 
be at all of the same character as thie 
proceedings of last Monday. This isa 
Motion dealing with the whole question 
of the Colonia! Conference and the policy 
to be submitted to it. ‘therefore it isa 
perfectly reasonable thirg that the 
Government should put up such Mem- 
bers as they think fit, and it will be 10 
ground for disorder. But on Monday 
night last there was a direct challenge ol 
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the honourable conduct of the right hon. | man be accepted it appears to me that I 
Gentleman, and I never before knew a} should be expected to rise first on 
Member of Parliament, either an or-| whatever day was selected, as I was 
dinary Member, if I may be allowed to | expected to rise on Monday. I repudiate 
use the term, or a Front Bench Member, | the doctrine absolutely, and nothing will 
still less a high official of the Crown, who | induce me to depart from that position 
refused or appeared to evade replying. in any way. It is in the first place a 
[Cries of ‘‘ Withdraw.”j The Chan- gross violation of Parliamentary pro- 
cellor of the Exchequer appears to | cedure to lay down that that is the rule; 
lose his temper entirely the moment and if it were the rule, the sanction 
any question of this sort arises. The which it has received from hon, Gentle- 
ground taken on Monday last was that | men opposite is of a kind which should 
the attack was a personal one, to which | really receive the severest condemnation 
the right hon. Gentleman alone could | from the Leader of the Opposition if he 
give a reply. That would not be the | desires, as I am sure he does desire, to 
case at all on the occasion of the Motion see that our debates in this House are 
which it is proposed to bring forward on | condueted fairly and decently. I should 
Monday, or whatever day may be fixed. like to know whether I may gather from 
the right hon. Gentleman, who presum- 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think the | ably docs know the mind of his followers, 
interruption of the right hon. Gentle- whether we are to receive a fair hearing 
man, Which has attained such pro- | or Not. 
portions that perhaps it might be 
thought to be an independent and) Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
self-supporting speech, is really de- | ose again, but could not secure a hearing. 
plorable. A right hon. Gentleman who 
leads the Opposition, and some day Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If he will 
may well lead the House, puts forward a | inform me that to the best of his ability, 
proposition which I thiak absolutely and so far as his knowledge extends— 
ruinous to our proceedings. I have |{Cries of “Oh”j. I withdraw the 
been the subject of as much direct | term “to the best of his ability,” be- 
personal and individual attack as any | cause he has repudiated any influence 
imam in this House, probably of more |in this matter with his friends. If he 
thai any man in this House. That is will tell me that to the best of his know- 
so owing, among other things, to the | ledge the debate will be fairly conducted 
circumstance that I was Irish Secretary on Tuesday, supposing Tuesday to be 
at a time whea feeling ran very high in| the day, or on any other day which is 
lreland, and naturally enough the Irish selected, I shall be glad to find an 
(rovernment and the Minister responsibly | opportunity for the right hon. Gentle- 
ileutified with the Irish Government— | man ; otherwise I cannot. 
especially identified wi h it—was subject | 
t» almost nightly attack. Never have I | 
heard it laid down that I was bound to 
reply at once, although more important | 


specches might come, or there might be | Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN;: 
reason to think more important speeches | We had better know how we stand. Is 
might come, at a later stage of the | l'uesday to be given for this purpose ? 
proceedings. That is not all. The right | = _ ; 

hon. Gentleman appears to think there| Str GEORGE BARTLEY (Islington, 
is no personal element in this vote of | N.): Are you going to give the pledge ? 
censure. Ile is quite wrong. Th’s| [Ovposttton cries of ** No, no!” 
tesolution states precisely what was | 

stated and put by you, Sir, from the| Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
Chair as a matter of wegent public | shire, Eifion) : I think it is a piece of 
importance, namely, the alleged con- | gross impudence to ask it. 

flicting utterances of the Prime Minister 

[Oprosrrion cries of “ Ministers”],andif| Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
the contention of the right hon. Gentle- | There is no reason that I can see why 
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Mr. CHURCHILL: Will you do the 


same 2 
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depart from the ordinary course of 
debate, if the right hon. Gentleman does 
not provoke it by departing from it 
himself. 


Mr. CHURCHILL asked whether the 
right hon. Gentleman the First Lord of 
the Treasury would himself use his 
influence with his own followers to pro- 
cure a hearing for Members speaking 
from the Opposition side of the House 
upon points of order or other matters in 
the course of the debate. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I understand 


that. though in somewhat grudging and 


stumbling language, the right hon. 
Gentleman has given the pledge. In 


that case I shall be quite ready to give 
Tuesday next. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: Why did not 
you climb down at once ? 


Mr. CHURCHILL rose again. 


Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: A decision 
has been come to, and it seems undesir- 
able to prolong this discussion. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: On a point of 
order, you have allowed me, Sir, to put 
the Question to the right hon. Gentleman. 
May | not ask him whether he will 
endeavour to secure a fair hearing ? 


Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: The Clerk 
will now proceed to read the orders of 
the day. 


POST OFFICE (TELEPHONE AGREE- 
MENT). 

Ordered, That the Minutes of the 
Evidence taken before the Select Com- 
mittee on ‘Telephones, in Session 1895, 
together with the Report of the said 
Committee, and the Minutes of Evidence 
taken before the Se'ect Committee on 
Telephones, in Session 1898, together 
with the Report of the Committee, he 
referred to the Select Committee on the 
Post Office (Telephone Agreement).— 
(Mr. Stuart Wortley.) 


Sir H, Camphell-Bannerman, 
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INTOXICANTS TO CHILDREN 
BILL [Lorbs]}. 
Order for Second Reading To-morrow 
read, and discharged. Bill withdrawn. 


SUPPLY [StH ALLOTTED DAy}. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. Jerrreys (Hampshire, N.) in 
the Chair. ] 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DE- 
PARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1905-6. 


Ciass Il. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £15,950, be 
granted to His Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which wiil come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 5lst day 
of March, 1906, for the Salaries and 
Expenses of the Offices of the Chief 
Secretary in Dublin and London, and of 
the Inspectors of Lunatic Asylums.” 


*Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 
said one of the most serious results of 
the present system of the Government 
of Ireland was to be found in the 
fact that the discussions of Irish 
administration in Committee of Supply 
had been almost turned into a farce. 
Many millions of money were every 
year raised in Ireland, and by far the 
greater portion of the money so raised 
was spent in Irish administration, 
and he thought it was the universal 
belief by men of all Parties in Ireland 


that it was spent extravagantly and 
foolishly. Yet notwithstanding that fact 


it was impossible for Irish Members in 
any quarter of the House to obtain time 
to adequately discuss the various branches 
of Irish administration. Under the new 
rules of procedure twenty days were 
allocated for the discussion of Supply 
for all parts of the United Kingdom, and 
they had been able in recent years 
with difficulty to obtain sometimes 
three, and sometimes four days for the 
discussion of the Irish Estimates. He 
thought that even hon. Gentlemen oppo- 
site who differed much from the 
Nationalists as to Irish policy would 


sO 
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agree with him when he said that if they 
were to discuss these Estimates properly, 
with a view to effect econemy in Irish 
administration, Irish Votes alone would 
require for discussion all the days that 
were given for the whole of Supply. 
The great majority of the Irish Votes 
passed without discussion. The result 


of the matter was that at the end of 
the session about five-sixths of the 
money voted for Irish administraticn 


was passed by the House under the 
closure without one single word oi dis- 
cussion. The Vote ior the salary of 
the Chiet Secretary was one upon which 
it was possible to discuss almest all 
questions of Irish administration—cer- 
tainly all questions of Irish administra- 


tion for which the Irish Executive 
represented by the Chiei Secretary 
Was In any sense responsible. And a 


yeneral discussion was not a satisfactery 
thing, for each branch of [rish administra- 
tion ought to be discussed separately. 
[rish Members had, hewever, no alterna- 
tive but to initiate a general discussion, 
because the time at their disposal was 
~O miserably inadequate. 


The Chief Secretary 
his office for a 
presumed that the 
would give to criticisms from these 
benches would that he not 
in office or personally responsible for 
these transactions, and that, indeed, he 
knew practically nothing abcut them. 
lie was, in this respect, in the same 
position as every other Chief Secretary 
since the Union. The average cfficial life 
ofan Jrish Secretary was about two years, 
and there had been about fifty-two or 
fifty-three Chief Secretaries. With one or 
two exceptions they had been all English- 
men sent over from this country to govern 
lreland without any knowledge, and in 
most cases not having put their foot on 
the shores of Ireland before. Without 
impugning their sincerity and desire to 
do good for the country, he would say 
that the whole two years of their official 
existence had been spent in trying to 
learn something about the country they 
were set over. The very moment they 
were beginning to learn something about 
Ireland they were removed, and an en- 
tirely ignorant person was sent over to 
take their place. He was bound to say 


had only held 
weeks, and he 
natural answer he 


tew 


be was 
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that the right hon. Gentleman had been 
charmingly candid. He went the other 
day to make a speech at the dinner 
given to him in the City of Dublin by 
those to whose service in Ireland he had 
devoted bis sword. The first thing he 
said in his speech was that he was 
ignorant and incompetent to fulfil his 
duties. He said— 

** T have come to my office with no hope and 
no belief that I am in any way competent to 
adequately discharge the responsible duties 
placed upon me.” 


The modesty and honesty of the 
right hon. Gentleman almost disarmed 
criticism. But, from past experience, 
he was inclined to believe that such 
honesty and modesty would not be 
long - lived in his administration of 
Ireland. He asked English and Scot- 
tish Members whether they did not 
consider this an awful system that as 
soon as the Chief Secretary had, by 
patient work over in Ireland, begun 
to understand something about the 
country, he was at once removed ? 
The truth was, of course, that the Chief 
Secretary was not the Governor of 
Ireland at all, and that, like his pre- 
decessors, he was only nominally re- 
sponsible in that House for the Govern- 
ment of Ireland. Ireland was governed by 
forty odd semi-independent boards with 
permanent officials drawn entirely from 
one small section of the popalation who 
carried on the Government, of course, 
in sympathy with the aspirations and 
views of that small minority. 


The right hon. Gentleman’s own appoint- 
ment—and of course he would be the last 
to deny it, if he spoke as candidly here 
as elsewhere—was a concession to that 
ascendancy faction in Ireland. His ap- 
pointment, of course, heralded an entire 
change of policy. Almost his first official! 
act was to go over to Dublin and make 
his vows to his new master, and to 
“kiss hands” on his appointment. In 
the first speech he delivered on Irish 
soil to the Irish people he said to his 
new masters, representing an insignifi- 
cant fraction of the population of Ire- 
land— 

“T only hope [ may not fail in the expecta- 
tions which you, my Lord Duke, and you, my 
Lords and gentlemen, have been good enougir 
to indulge in with regard to me.” 
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Let the Committee mark this was not, 
in fact, a representative gathering of 
the Protestants or Unionists of Ireland 
at all. It represented only an insigni- 
ficant fraction of the population. One 
gentleman of whom personally he knew 
nothing, with more or less of an in- 
dependent mind, but a 
Unionist—Mr. Andrew Jameson—rose 
to make a speech, and because he ven- 
tured to give expression, very mildly and 


tentatively, to some more or less liberal | 


views—remember he was a Unionist 
and an anti-Home Ruler—he was howled 
down. That was to say, he was treated 
with that amount of decency and want 
of fair play about which the Prime Minis- 
ter had been lecturing the House that 
afternoon. He mentioned this fact in 
order to emphasise his statement that 
the right hon. Gentleman went over to 
Treland to make his vows of allegiance 
to a small ring of the Unionists of Ire- 
land, who had been in the past, and were 
now, the cause of all the trouble and 
mischief in Ireland. But having com- 
menced with whispering humbleness by 
expressing the sincere hope that he 
might not fail in fulfilling the expecta- 
tions formed of him by the noble Duke 
and Lords and gentlemen present, he 
then went on to explain to the Irish 
people, through this medium, what his 
new policy was. The first thing he 
did was to denounce and to pour 
unmeasured contempt upon the idea 
of governing Ireland according to Irish 
ideas. The Chief Secretary was, he 


He attributed these words to Lord 
Dunraven, but they were not Lord 
Dunraven’s words at all, but the words 
of the Viceroy of Ireland under whom 
the right hon. Gentleman as his Chief 
Secretary was supposed to hold office. 
In 1902 Lord Dudley made a remark- 
able speech, speaking for himself and the 
Government as well. He said that— 


“The opinion of the Government was, and 


it was his opinion also, that the only way to | 


govern Ireland properly was to govern it in 
accordance with Irish ideas.”’ 


And yet the Chief Secretary for Ireland, | 


in his first speech after his appoint- 
ment, poured ridicule upon the idea 
of governing Ireland in 
with Tish ideas. He wanted to know 
what Irish ideas were. He said there 


Mr. John Redmond. 


\C MMONS} 


well-known | 


‘man who had tbrown up the sponge. 
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were 1,250,000 of anti-Home Rulers 
in Ireland, and apparently his idea of 
governing Ireland properly was to govern 
it in accordance with the ideas of the 
minority as against the ideas of the 
majority. He said— 

“A careful perusal of Lord Dunravyen’s 
speech would show that he was drifting down 
that road which had been taken by all those 
who had begun their downward career by a 
policy of surrender to the forces of disorder.” 

That was to say that the Chiei 
Secretary thought that to govern ac- 
cording to Irish ideas was to surrender 
to the forces of disorder. He continued— 

“Lord Dunraven had played a difficult and 
ungrateful part. He was not the first man 
who had carried on a campaign of law and 
order against disov er. He was not the first 
He told 
them to believe in another policy—the policy 
of governing Ireland in accordance with Irish 
ideas. What were Irish ideas? In the first 
place he took the population of Ireland. 
There was 1,250,000 cf Unionists in Ireland ; 
an! the remainder, who were in the vast 
majority, held other ideas.” 


And so the right hon. Gentleman went 
on, in a long passage, to pour ridicule 
and contempt on the principle on which 
Lord Dudley had said that Ireland 
could alone be properly governed— 
viz., that it should be governed according 
to the opinions of the overwhelming 
majority of the people of Ireland. The 
right hon. Gentleman made no disguise 
of his real views; and he went on, in 
the most candid way possible, to lay 
down this formula. In place of govern- 


; 'ing Ireland according to Irish ideas his 
thought, a very shrewd and adroit man. | ~* ind ling Irish ideas h 


conception was to “tighten the chain.” 
When he first read these words he was 
amazed, and was inclined to believe 
that thev were a maladroit, or what he 
might call a somewhat stupid phrase 
which had escaped from the right hon. 
Gentleman. But it had been pointed 
out to him that the right hon. Gentleman 
was neither a maladroit nor a stupid 


/man, and that he must have known the 


effect of the words which he used de- 
liberately. The right hon. Gentleman 
used them deliberately to please the 
audience he was addressing, and to 
assert that his idea of governing Ireland 


/ was to tighten up the chain more firmly 
| than ever. His words were— 
accordance | 


‘* Here I believe there is room for reform and 
amendment in tke administration in Ireland. 
We must tighten up the chain, and if in that 
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chain there is any weakening it must be 
strengthened.” 


He was inclined to thank the right hon. 
Gentleman for the candour of his speech. 
At any rate the right hon. Gentleman 
had let them know where they stood. 
He did not think it would be possible, 
after this confession of faith on the part 
of the right hon. Gentleman, to have any 
doubt whatever as to the opirions which 
he held. 


He had some complaints to make 
with reference to the action of the 
tight hon. Gentleman since he had taken 
up his present po:ition, and the first was 
with reference to the working of the 
Land Act. He was bound to admit with 
all honesty that very largely the fault 
lid not lie with the right hoa. Gentleman 
personally, it was one co nected with 
the Administration before he accepted 


office. He would not, therefore, in the 
absence of the right hon. Gentle. 
man the Member fo: Dover, seek t9 


indict him or his policy in that  re- 
spect. There were certain things in 
connection with the working of the Land 
Act he must allude to; and he was 
bound to admit, in candour, that the 
greater proportion of the fault rested 
not with the right hon. Gentleman 
personally, because they were faults com- 
mitted before he came into office. He 
had stated, with reference to the most 
vital portions of the Land Act—the 
evicted tenants and the congested 
estates, and also the position of the 
non-judicial tenants—that the action 
of the Irish Executive had tended to 
the destruction of all hope of the Act 
bringing about any real settlement and 
peace and harmony between the different 
classes in Ireland. Three Commissioners 
were appointed to administer the Act. 
The largest and widest powers and dis- 
cretion were given to them, and vet they 
found that on these vital portions of 
the Land Act they had had their dis- 
cretion interfered with, they had had 
their powers cramped and confined, and 
they had had their action over-ridden 
and put on one side by the Executive. 
He knew he could not discuss the recent 
Report of the Commissioners at any 
length, but he contended that they 
could discuss any portion of that Report 
which bore on the action of the Irish 


(25 May 1905} 


Depts, Estimates, 1905-6. 1426 
Executive in the control of those Com- 
missioners’ action for which the Cu.ief 
Secretary of the day was personally 
responsible. 

It would be remembered that when 
the Bill was going through the 
House they received a pledge from the 
Member for Dover, which was renewed 
afterwards in the most formal way by 
the Attorney-General, that the regula- 
tions which were to be issued for the 
control and guidance of the Commissioners 
by the Executive would be placed upon 
the Table of the House, or, at any rate, 
that they would in some shape or form 
be published. They demanded the pub- 
lication of these regulations, and the 
Member for Dover refused again and 
again to place them upon the Table, 
or to inform them as to their nature. 
They had nothing to go on but the 
vaguest rumours. They were refused 
that information, and all they knew was 
that there was a _ wide-spread belief 
in Ireland that the discretion of the Com- 
m'ssioners was being tampered and inter- 
fered with by orders from Dublin Castle ; 
and, notwithstanding the pledge, these 
orders were withheld from them. When 
the present Chief Secretary came into 
office, and when thev mide this case, he 
answered them with perfect candour. 
He said he knew nothing about the past, 
he had not been concerned with it; but 
he thought the demind mide for the 
publication of the regulations governing 
the Commissioners was a reasonable de- 
mind, and he would at once see that they 
were published. He had not fulfilled to 
the full and in the spirit that pledge, 
because what had he done? He said 
there ought to be no secrecy. he saw no 
reasor for it, and he thought they ouzat 
to have fuli inform v‘iop as to these orders 
and regulations, and he promised that his 
first official dutv would be to look into 
this mitter and see that they got the in- 
formition. What had he done? He 
had drafted a lot of new vegulations, 
ani it was those new regmations he 
had published, or at any rate promised to 
publish ; but he had not published the 
old regulations issued by the late Chief 
Secretary and which were in operation up 
to the other day, and it was quite clear 
from the Report of the Commissioners 
that he did not intend to publish them, 
The demind which they had a night, he 
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thought, to make was that evervthing con- | tion in a way likely to bring about a 
nected with these regulations or orders | 


which had interfered with the action of 
the Commissioners for the last year and a 
half should be published. 

What occurred with reference to 
the evicted tenants? Everyone knew 
that. although the evicted tenants’ 
question was in one sense a limited 
question, in another sense it was 
probably the most important of all ques- 


because the main object of the Act was 
not merely to transfer the ownership of 
land from the landlord to the tenant, but 
to end the land war and bring about some 


appeasement of feeling in Ireland with | 


happy consequences, as they ali believed, 
to the country and everyone connected 
with Ireland: andso long as this evicted 
tenants’ question was allowed to rankle 
there and fester as a sore this object could 
not be carried out. The Commissioners 
were impressed with that view, and thev 
set to work to grapple with the matter. 
Considerable correspondence passed with 
the Treasury, which resulted in the issue of 
directions to the Commissioners last 
February to contine their inquiries to es- 
tates actually for sale before them. There 
was Clear proot that the diseretion of the 
Commissioners was interfered with by the 
action of the Executive, and he thought 


successful issue with reference to evicted 
tenants. 


There was one other matter con- 
nected with this Report to which he 
wished to refer, and that was the 
position of the non-judicial tenants, who 
were a numerous body. The Act pro- 
vided that they were not to come within 


| the operation of what was called the 


zones, that was to say, that in all cases ot 


} /suggested sale inquiry and_ investiga- 
tions in connection with the Land Act ; | : 


tion should be instituted by the Com- 
mussioners into the security for the 
amount issued and into the equity 


| of the price, and the Commissioners in 


their Report, at the end of page 3, said— 


‘In the case of non-judicial holdings in- 
spectors were required, in the instruetions issued 


| by the Commissioners in February, 1904, to in 
| quire as to the security of each holding for the 


| purchaser. 


the pledge given that there should be no | 


secrecy and that they should know what 
was actually done in the way of orders had 
been violated. He asked the right hon, 
Gentleman would he, in fulfilment of his 
pledge. produce the correspondence that 
had passed with the Treasury and make 
a clean breast of the whole matter. He 
might have a difficultv in the matter, 
because this took place before he came 
into office; but he definitely promised 
them in the House. in almost the first 
speech he made as Chief Secretary, that 
there should be no further secrecy in the 
matter, that they should know what was 
going on, that the regulations and orders 
issued should be given to them; and he 
(the hon. Member) submitted respect- 
fully that he was not fulfilling in the 
spirit his pledge if he only gave them 
future regulations and withheld all in- 
formation as to the regulations and other 
means whereby the Commissioners were 
prevented from putting the Act in opera- 


Mr. John Redmond. 


price agreed to, and as to the equity of the pric« 
to all persons interested, including the tenant 
Subsequently, the interpretation 
of the law acted upon was that both in the casé 
of non-judicial and judicial boldings the only 
questions which arose were the security to the 
State and the equity of the price to parties 
other than the vendor and purchaser.” 


“He did not know whether hon. 
Members followed this. but it was 
really very simple. Let them take 
the case of a holding of a non 
judicial tenant ¢ The property in that 
was two-fold. There was the interest 


of the tenant, and that portion of the 


, holding was his property now. Ther 
was also the interest of the landlord. The 


tenant proposed to purchase the interest 
of the landlord, and the Act provided that 
the Commissioners were to make an in- 
quiry as tothe security for the loan and as 
to the equity of the price ; but by these 
new orders and directions, which had been 
issued and which, he claimed, should be 
published, they were to take into account 
the equity of the price so far as it affected 
everybody except the tenant. This meant 
that. although the tenant might pay a 
price which was really the price not only 
of his own interest but of the interest ot 
the landlord as well, that was not to be 
taken into account at all so long as the 
whole holding was adequate security for 
the loan. This was not the intention ol 
the House of Commons when the clause 
was passed, and manifestly a clause in 


that shape would never have been allowed 
| to pass by Irish Members sitting on that 
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side of the House ; and if the law officers 
of the Crown, upon whose opinion he 
presumed this decision had been arrived 
at, thought they were right, at any rate 
they should have full information as to 
how it was arrived at and the reasons for 
it given in order to press for such amend- 
ment as was necessary to meet the case. 
‘The Commissioners in all these cases were 
over-ruled, and he thought it was a most 
unjust thing, not only to the Committee 
but tothe Commissioners themselves, that 
full information should not be given as 
to the manner in which they were over- 
ruled, and as to the orders issued by the 
Government for that purpose. 

He passed now to another subject, 
2 subject in which the right hon. 
Gentleman was himself personally re- 
sponsible to the full extent. He had to 
make a charge against the rnght hon. 
Gentleman of the most serious character. 
He charged the right hon. Gentleman 
with deliberately fostering the cry for 
coercion in Ireland and doing that not 
for the purpose of maintaining law and 
order, which were not threatened, or 
protection of life and property, which 
were not threatened, but for the purpose 
compelling Sir Antony MacDonnell 
to resign his position. That was a 
serious charge. 


The CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Water Lone, Bristol, 8S.) : 
Hear, hear! 


*Mr. JOHN REDMOND : Six orseven 
weeks ago, before anything of this kind 
hecame publicly mentioned in the papers. 
le was informed by those who had 
opportunity of knowing—not Sir Antony 
MaecDonnel!, from whom he had heard 
nothing, directly or indirectly — [Mr. 
Waiter Lona: Hear, hear!] and who 
were behind the scenes both in London 
and Ireland, that in view of the fact that 
Sir Antony had made a_ declaration 
that he would net administer coercion, 
a determination had been come to to 
force him out of Dublin Castle by forcing 
cvercion upon certain parts of Ireland. 
He (Mr. Redmond) hardly thought it 
credible, but he was told to watch The 
Times, Trish Times, the Globe, and the 
right hon. Gentleman the Chief Secretary, 
and of course he need hardly say it was 


necessary to watch the Unionist Members 
opposite. Almost immediately after that 
communication The Times began to 
write upon the subject. The Dublin 
correspondent of The Times day after 
day sent letters, sometimes of a column 
in length, describing alleged outrages. 
That was followed up in the Globe and 
the Irish Times. After a time thev 
came down from generalisations to 
particular instances, and most Members 
would remember the sensation created 
in London by the account which appeared 
in the papers of a midnight attack on 
the house of a Mr. Persse, in Galway. 
by a body of armed men who fired 
into the house and who were only routed 
by the bravery and valour of Mr. Persse 
and a few friends. That was 
commented upon, and he was not sure 
that it was not treated pictorially in 
some of the weekly journals. The 
changes were rung upon it for a week. 
and then it was investigated by the right 
hon. Gentleman and the police of Ireland, 
and it was found that the whole story 
was an invention, and nothing of the kind 
had occurred at all. Then there was a 
sensational account of alleged houghing 
and mutilation of cattle—a crime which 
should be denounced as horrible, shocking. 
un-Christian, and detestable. This case 


case 


"was investigated, and it was found there 


Was not a single case of a beast being 
houghed or mutilated. Then they had 
stories of incendiary fires. He must 
express his opinion that it was dastardly 
for people either in the public Press or 
in that House or out of that House to 
take part in any conspiracy of this kind, 
seeking to blacken the reputation of a 
people who, so far as outrages and crime 
were considered, stood on a_ higher 
position than the people of either England 
or Scotland. The hon. Member (M.. 
Redmond) then read extracts from the 
declarations of Judges at the recent 
Spring Assizes in the counties alleged to 
be disturbed to show that there was no 
evidence of an outbreak of crime and 
disturbance in any part of the country 
The newly appointed County Court Judge 
of Roscommon, Mr. Wakeley, said the 
other day there was a conspiracy in 
England to misrepresent Ireland, and 
though he was a gentleman bitterly 
opposed to him in politics, Mr. Wakeley 
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said he should always take the oppor- 
tunity of standing up for the Irish people. 
Lord Dunraven gave the same testimony 
in his pamphlet, in which he -said a 
certain section of Unionists had been too 
busy painting in too lurid colours the 
condition of Ireland. An isolated case 
might be quoted, but was that fair in 
dealing with one country and another. 
Only the other day he read of a 
ease of cattle mutilation in Sunder- 
land, a case where a_tarmer had 
placed some calves in a shed over- 
night, one of the calves was missing in 
the morning, and the farmer traced it 
to a field near at hand where he found 
it with its hind legs cut off. He was 
not so foolish or unjust as to found any 
argument upon that case. These offences 
were bound to occur in every community 
now and then, but thank God not often. 
But supposing Ireland was governing 
this country under coercion and that 
trial by jury could be suspended at 
the will of a single man, would it be fair 
to ring the changes upon the case and to 
publish it and then to say, “ This is a 
horrible condition of crime in England.” 


Questions had been asked recently 
about a Return of the agrarian outrages in 
Ireland. He sympathised with his hon. 
friend who asked why this Return was 
made at all. For example, if a man’s hay 
was burned, or something of that kind, 
why was that to be put down as an 
agrarian offence without evidence ? And 
why should there be this Return for 
Ireland more than for any other country ¢ 
This Return for 1904 showed there were 
206 agrarian outragesin Ireland during the 
last twelve months. Of those 206 outrages 
124 were classed as intimidation, and of 
those 105 were cases of sending threaten- 
ing letters. Was it not a cruel thing 
to charge against Ireland 124 cases of 
agrarian intimidation, thereby leading 
people to believe that serious offences 
had been committed, when 105 of those 
cases were threatening letters / He be- 
heved that this session he had received 
certainly 105 threatening letters, bearing 
English postmarks. In fact, he never 
made a speech in this House that he did 
not receive shoals of letters and postcards 
of a threatening character, some of which 
did not come stamped. He received 
most abusive and threatening letters of 


Mr. John Fedmo.d. 


all kinds; threatening not only eternal 
damnation, but all pains and_penal- 
ties of this life, for his having expressed 
opinions and convictions which were 
not shared by the senders, If these cases 
were all reported to the police and 
solemnly put into a Return as outrages 
what a farce it would be. Yet it was 
on a string of figures like this that the 
Committee were asked to believe that 
agrarian outrages existed in Ireland, 
Agrarian crime did not exist in Ireland. 
There was no such thing. He found 
further down in the Return, under the 
head of injuries to property, thirteen 
Thirteen cases in twelve months 
amongst a population of 4,500,000 ! 
The Return showed nothing. If they 
went to the general criminal statistics, 
they woald find that Ireland stood far 
above either England and Scotland not 
only in the matter of serious crimes, but 
of all crimes. 


cases ! 


to his charge against 
the right hon. Gentleman, he said 
that since the right hon. Gentleman 
had been made Chief Secretary he had 
pandered to those who had endeaycured 
to raise the ery that Ireland was in a 
state of disturbance and that coercion 
must be put into force. He had done 
so by his speeches, in which he had 
never failed to say something about the 
necessity of maintaining law and order. 
The right hon. Gentleman had done that 
in order to pander to the attempt that 
was being made to force ccersion on 
Ireland. But the right hon. Gentleman 
had done more than that; he had drafted 
hundreds of extra police into this distri t 
of county Galway, with the object of crea‘- 
ing the idea that it was necessary to take 
some steps to protect life and property, 
when he could not quote an instance 
where the life and property of any man 
in that district had been threatened. 
What else had the right hon, Gentle- 
man done? He had created a little 
reign of terror there with these police- 
men. Would it be believed that the 
innocent recreation of playing a band 
along a country road was forbidden in 
this district? A band recently had 
proceeded a short way along a country 
road when it was met by some police 
and ordered to stop playing and to go 
back. The men ceased playing and 
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turned back along the road, and the | 


police came after them 
upon them and broke up their instru- 
ments. and then these men for whom 
their neighbours had subscribed money 
to buy a new drum and other instruments, 
were told if they brought the band out 
again, during the day or night, any- 
where in that district, the instruments 
would be broken up again. 

The right hon. Gentleman also employed 
the police in their spare time in making 
domiciliary visits all through that district. 
The right hon. Gentleman in this House 
recently tried to turn the matter off with 
a laugh, but it was too serious a matter. 
Coula anyone imagine anything more 
intating, more maddening to the people 
of a district where no disturbance existed 
at the present moment than domiciliary 
visits being made at all hours of the day 
and night? The right hon. Gentleman 
admitted that some visits were made by 
night, but said they were not made at any 
hour wher people ought to be in bed ? 
What right had he to say at what hour 
the people should be in bed. The right 
hon. Gentleman had admitted that one 
visit was made at 10.30 at night, hours 
after many of these people were in bed. 
He warned the right hon. Gentleman 
that by proceedings of this kind he might 
create in that part of Ireland a state of 
things which he had assumed had been 
in existence for some time. The right 
hon. Gentleman had also instituted 
proceedings at law against certain persons 
in this district. Against that he had 
nothing to say. If men offended against 
the law let them be tried fairly and 
impartially. In this country in 
of this kind men were made amenable 
to the law by being summoned before a 
magistrate and sent to trial in serious 
cases, and the right hon. Gentleman tried 
that procedure in some parts of this 
district, but he had now mended his plan. 
The right hon. Gentleman was now 
engaged in a most provocative course 
of procedure, viz., arresting these people 
in their homes, taking them before 
magistrates, and then, when they were 
committed for trial, releasing them again. 
Why was that done? Did the right 
hon. Gentleman think that these people 
were going to run away to America to 
avoid his summonses? No such pre- 


cases 
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and turned | 


ito the day when there would 
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Why did he not summon these men 
instead of arresting them and dragging 
them from their homes? On Mav Ist, 
between the hours of four and six in 
the morning, thirteen men were dragged 
from their beds by the police, taken 
a long distance to Ballinasloe. given 


no food, brought before a magistrate, 
returned for trial, and then at once 
released. Could anything be more 
provocative? Why were not these 
men summoned? Or if it was neces- 
sary to arrest them, why should 


the proceedings be carried out in the 
middle of the night? If the right 
hon. Gentleman allowed his advisers 
to lead him into courses of that kind he 
would create disorder. [* That ts what 
he wants.”] It was absurd to imagine 
that such proceedings could be carried 
on without the most provocative effect 
upon the whole people. 


He respectfully warned the right 
hon. Gentleman that he ought not 
to allow himself to be drawn along 
this road. He gave that warning 


quite disinterestedly as he had never 
concealed his belief that the national 
movemrert in Treland was generally 
strengthened by coercion. Whereever 
the national movement some- 
what apathetic, the one infallible remedy 
to stimulate it into action was a little 
of the salt of Therefore in 
giving this advice he was not thinking 
of the immediate prospects of the na- 
tional movement. He took a_ wider 
and graver view of his responsibilities. 
He was one of those who looked forward 
be a possi- 
bilitv of reconciliation between the two 
nations, when the people of this country 
might get better and truer information 
about Ireland, when they would see in a 
truer light the facts of the Irish situa- 
tion, and understand more clearly the 
true meaning of the forces represented 
by hon. Gentlemen opposite ; and when, 
on the other hand, the people of Ireland 
would be able to take perhaps a fairer 
or more generous view of the n istakes 
committed by this country. He spoke 
for himself in saying that, and it was 
unnecessary to add that such a recor- 
ciliation could take place only on con- 
ditions which would leave Ireland free 


Was 


coercion. 


posterous claim could be put forward. for the management of her own affairs. 
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With all seriousness he warned the right 
hon. Genrtieman that the road along 
which he was being pushed was a fatal 


road. He was being made the servant, | 


not of the Unionist Party in Ireland, but 
of a section of that Party, which all 
through the history of Ireland had the 
“ame record—a section of men who had 
ne country and no cause, 


to-day were just the same as they were 
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whose | 
one political creed was greed, and who | 


a hundred years ago. He would read | 


to the Committee an extract from a letter 


written in 1792 by Mr. Edmund Burke to | 


Mr. Dundas, Secretary for Ireland. At that 
time the Irish Parliament was beginning 
to see its way towards loosening the 
chains on the Catholics of Ireland, the 
Catholic Emancipation Act of the follow- 


ing year was beginning to be discussed. | 


It was a Protestant Parliament, and 


elthough as a whole it was in favour | 


of this extension of the liberties of 


Catholics. there was a powerful section | 
who were bitterly opposed to it, and who | 


threatened Mr. Dundas with what they 


would do if the loosening of the bonds 
of the Catholics permitted any inter- 


ference with their monopoly ot place | 


end power. They were then strenuous 
upholders of the Irish 
called themselves Irish Nationalists, but 
they told Mr. Dundas that if this policy 
went on thev would cease to support 
the Irish Parliament and become Union- 
ists. Mr. Burke wrote follows— 
“Tf Mr. Hobart is not somewhat mistaken in 
his accounts of the disposition of the Council of 
the Lords and Commons of Ireland it is not 
much to their advantage. Rather than admit 
of the least participation in their privileges 
they are ready to abandon them altogether, 
to shut up their Parliament House, and to 
become a province of England. If you had a 
nund to answer peevishness in kind you would 
tell them that the sooner they execute their 
resolution the better, that they have been 
long enough the curse, the scourge, and the 
bane of the Irish nation, and that never having 
performed one act of real legislation, when they 


as 


are called upon to adopt a measure of justice, | A) +» @ 
dictated by the circumstances of the tien. | * hiet Secretary the greater 


they resent as an outrage an attempt to render 
them at least of some use to their unhappy 
country. They actually threaten if you do not 
behave better to quarrel with their places 
and pensions, to surrender with disdain their 
charter of monopoly and to break up the great 
staple trade, never carried on to its full per- 
fection but in Ireland, of the whole art and 
mystery of jobhery. 

That was Burke’s description of the 


. . . | 
small section of the Protestants of Ireland | 


Mr. Joka Redsvond. 
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who formed the ascendancy faction in 
that day. Their lineal successors in Irish 
politics were animated by just the same 
spirit, and if the right hon. Gentleman 
allowed them to push him along the road 
instead of exercising an independent 
judgment, his career in Ireland would 
end, as the career of so many of his pre- 
decessors had ended, in ruin for the 
interests of law and order and good 
government, and prebably disgrace to 
himself. He begged to move. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


'‘ That Item A be reduced by £100, in 


respect of the Salary of the Chief 
Secretary.”—(Mr, John Redmond.) 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE (Antrim, N.) 
joined in the wish of the hon. and learned 
Member for Waterford that the time 
might soon come when the people ot 
this country, by a wider diffusion of true 
information, would understand the real 
position of affairs in Ireland. Irish 
Unionists had never concealed what the 


itrue facts were. At the time of the 
Home Rule controversies, as soon as the 
true facts of the case were brought 


ft | 
Parliament and | 


home to the people of Great Britain, 


Irish Unionists were able, simply owing 


| the 


to the spread of truth, to secure a verdict 
in their favour, and the same result 
would happen again. While he regarded 
as a base and unworthy charge the ac- 
cusation that the Chief Secretary had 
manufactured the referred to 
by the hon. Member for the purpose 
of evoking the special provisions ot 
the Crimes Act, he congratulated his 
right hon. friend on the fact that such 
a speech had been made against him. 
It was some time since charges of cor- 
rupt administration had been brought 
against the chief executive officer of 
Irish Government, and the more 
such charges were made against the 
confidence 
in him. 


Cases 


would Irish Unionists feel 


|Speeches such as that just delivered 
| would do the right hon. Gentleman a 


great deal of good in Ireland, and, when 
analysed, no harm in England. 


The hon. and learned Member had said 
with truth that there had been a change 
of policy in Ireland. There had indeed 
been a most satisfactory change of 
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policy. Owing to the action of the 
right hon. Gentleman during his short 


tenure of office there had grown up a 
marked feeling of confidence in those 


very parts of Ireland and among those 
very classes of the people which it was 
the duty of a Unionist Administration 
to encourage. The object of Irish 
Unionists was to secure in every part of 
Ireland an absolutely impartial ad- 
ministration of the law. Under a former 
rgime there had been grounds for 
suspecting that the administration was 
not impartial, but within the last two 
months a most marked change had 
come over the feelings of those who 
had a stake in the country, shopkeepers 
as well as landlords believing that the 
law was going to be enforced irrespective 
of persons. 


He would ask the hon. and learned 
Member for Waterford to forgive him 
for not going into detail in reference 
to the topics to which he had alluded, 
but there were some other topics upor 
which he desired to say something. 
He thought that when the matter 
came to be considered in England 
the gravamen of the charges which 
had been made against the Chief Secre- 
tary would scarcely bear close examina- 
tion. One complaint made by the 
hor. and Jearned Member was that in 
a certain district in Galway the police 
made domiciliary visits at 10.50 at night. 
Was that acrime on the part of the p¢ lice 
whose duty it wasto preserve the peace 
of the district ¢ Was itacrime for these 
men to knock at the doors of certain 
houses to make inquiries, more especially 
when this was done, as had been stated 
by the Chief Secretary, with the consent 
of the occupiers. The right hon. Gentle- 
man had told them that if he found that 
the system being pursued on this matter 
constituted an intrusion he would have 
it stopped wherever there was a_ griev- 
ance Then it was said that certain men 
should be made amenable to the ordinary 
law. It appeared that in one case 
some eleven or twelve men, instead of 
being summoned before the magistrate 
in the usual way, were arrested and taken 
out of their houses early in the morning. 
As in this case the men were liberated 


on bail almost immediately, he did not | 


think there was very much of a grievance 
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|1n that. The explanation of this case 
had been given in the House that day. 
These men were arrested at a very early 
hour. In Ireland it was in the discretion 
of the magistrates whether a person 
should be brought up by arrest or by 
a summons, and these men were arrested, 
upon the statement of officer 
responsible to this House in order to 
avoid a tumultuous assembly. If in order 
to avoid a breach of the peace it was 
considered necessary to arrest certain 
men he thought hon. Members would 
agree with him that there was nothing 
very serious in that. Then there was the 
band, which the hon. and learned Mem- 
ber appeared to think was a very harsh 
They knew how innocent some 


of these transactions could be made to 


the 


case. 


look. He said that this band was going 
through an uninhabited part of the 
country. He thought the hon. and 


learned Member was going to tell them 
the whole of the facts but he had omitted 
some very material facts. He did not 
say where this band was going. They 
had announced their intention of holding 
a musical demonstration at a farm in 
possession of a man whom the United 
Irish League were terrorising. 
Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I do 


accept that statement. 


not 


Mr. ROCHE (Galway, E.) said there 


was no meeting on that occasion. 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE: No, there 
was no meeting because betore the band 
got there it was stopped by the police, 
and that was what the hon. and learned 
Member had complained of. The police 
acted with the most perfect propriety. 
This was a band which intended to in- 


_timidate a man who had as much right 
‘to carry on his trade without any i- 


timidation as any man in this country, 
and when a band set out, in defiance 
of the warning and the proclamation 
issued by the police, to serenade with the 
object of attracting a crowd, he thought 
the police were justified in interfering. 


There was another matter upon which 
he desired to express his approval of the 
action of the Irish Executive, and that 
was in connection with the landing of 
‘the sheriff on Dursey Island. He was 
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surprised that the hon. and _ learned 
Member had not drawn attention to 
the matter. In this case the sheriff 
went to the island in an Admiralty 
gunboat called the “Storm Cock,” and, 
resistance being offered, he was pro- 
tected by the police, when he proceeded 
to execute the writ of the King’s Court. 
The duty of a sheriff was a very un- 
pleasant one, and he quite agreed that 
there was not likely to be anybody in 
that House who did not sympathise 
with the poor people. The officers had 


of course to do their duty and obey the | 
‘ | Way 


orders of the highest Court of the land. 
Nobody could say that they were guilty 
of misdemeanour in doing so. What 
was the law? Lord Chief - Baron 
Palles’ opinion on the subject was as 
follows. to 
tencing prisoners found guilty of wil- 


Speaking previous sen- 


fully obstructing the sheriff in the 
execution of his duty, he said— 
“Speaking generally for the purpose of 


pointing my observations to the matter in hand, 
[ may state that upon each of these occasions 
when the sheriff arrived with his force fer the 
purpose of executing those writs, there were 
attempts by his bailiffs to execute them, that 
such bailiffs were assaulted in their attempted 
execution of those writs, and that that at- 
tempted execution, and the assaults upon the 
bailiff consequent upon it, lasted for a period 
upon each occasion of about an hour. During 
the entire of that time the Royal Irisa Con- 
stabulary, standing there under the orders of 
the county inspectors, did not move. No 
order was given to them by the magistrate in 
command for one whole hour, during which 
the officer of the Queen was attempting to 
execute Her Majesty's writ. For one whole 
hour breaches of the peace, in gross and open 
violation of the law, in contempt of the authority 
of the Queen, and of her mandate to the sheriff, 
were persisted in, in the presence of that strong 
force of constabulary, and they did nothing. 
Upon, as I understand it, the conclusion of that 
period, orders were given to them by the 
resident magistrates, and the moment those 
orders were given they performed their duty, 
not only with a promptitude and covrage 
which cannot be too highly commended, but 
with a remarkable amount of patience and 
forbearance, clearly evidenced by the fact 
that of the several thousands constituting the 
riotous mobs upon the occasions in question 
there is no suggestion that injury was suffered 
by one. In the observations I make I ad- 
visedly exclude all reference to the military. 
Their officers were bound to wait for the com- 
mand of the civil authority. I advisedly also 
refrain from referring to subordinate officers, 
to district inspectors, and the sergeants and 
men of the constabulary who were under their 
control. They were bound to wait for the 
orders of the county inspectors. My observa- 


Mr. We!-cm Moore, 


{COMMONS} 
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tions are pointed, in the first instance, to the 
two county inspectors and to the two resident 
magistrates then present, and only upon the 
hypothesis that they were acting without 
orders and upon their own responsibility. If 
they acted upon orders, far be it from me to 
make the slightest reflection upon them, 
because they were obeying the dictates of 
their superiors. But I take leave to say that in 
point of law, no illegal order or unconstitutional 
order, given by an official—be he Inspector. 
General, or, going higher, even Under-Secretary 
or Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant— 
can justify any man in the violation of the 
law; and howsoever high the position of 
these officials may be, they are bound — by 
our Constitution to obey the Jaw in the same 
as the humblest man who walks the 
streets.” 

That was what a Judge of the High 
Court had said. It was obviously a 
breach of the duty of any official or 
other person to disobey the decree of 
the King’s Court. And to have it said, 
as had been said in the class of literature 


| to which he had referred, that in landing 


a force on Dursey Island to carry out 
the decree of the King’s Bench Division 
was a scandal —that was an absolute 
misrepresentation of the case. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, S.): 
Will the hon. Gentleman. tell me in re- 
ference to that charge is it not a charge 
oi Chief Baron Palles given at the Winter 
Assizes at Sligo in 1887, and was not that 
charge in condemnation of the Executive 
Government of the time 7? 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE: Perhaps the / 
hon. Gentleman would like to read it / 
MACNEILL: I know 


Mr. SWIFT 


it. 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE said he would 
now pass to another matter, one in 
reference to the Estates Commissioners. 
He thought that the arrival of the 
Chief Secretary in Ireland had done 
a great deal towards influencing for 
the better the action of the Estates 
Commissioners. A very significant fact 
with regard to the Estates Commissioners 
would be found in this. As the Act 
of 1903 was passed, the House would 
remember that there were two ways in 
which a man could get rid of his land. 
He could either deal direct with his 
tenants or he could sell to his tenants by 
selling in bulk in the first instance to the 
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Estates Commissioners, and a very good 
clue to the confidence which at the start 
of the Act was felt by the general public 
who had land to sell was this, that practi- 
cally, except in those parts of Ireland 
where intimidation was rife, everyone 
refused to sell to the Estates Com- 
missioners. Nearly everybody _ pre- 
ferred to negotiate with his tenants him - 
self, and conversely when they got to 
Connaught and to the very place where 
intimidation was rife they found the 
local bodies—branches of the United 
Irish League and in other places, Town 
Tenants’ Leagues—in Tipperary and Cork 
cases were brought to his knowledge— 
they were insisting that they would in no 
way deal unless the sale was made through 
the Estates Commissioners. He thought 
if a Return were published the number of 
estates outside Connaught sold to the 
Commissioners would be limited to some- 
thing under ten. And _ unfortunately 
there was a great deal of idea abroad 
that the Estates Commissioners were 
very apt to lend themselves to the local 
behests of the United Irish League. He 
was glad to say that that had been 
altered. The other day the Estates Com- 
missioners for the first time published a 
circular which had reference to the pro- 
ceedings In the West of Ireland—a most 
proper circular, and the only misfortune 
was that it was not published twelve 
months ago—that where they found that 
local intimidation was on foot for the pur- 
pose of forcing the owners to sell the land 
to themselves (the Estates Commissioners) 
they would absolutely decline to deal. 





Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Was that a 


circular or a letter ? 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE thought the 
hon. Member was right, It was a letter 
which appeared in the papers and which 
was published, he supposed, by the Com- 
missioners or by the Executive, and it 
appeared in the whole of the Irish Press. 
With regard to the question of the Estates 
Commissioners, as they all knew they had 
a very strong power and he would like to 
know in a particular case which had 
attracted a great deal of public attention 
how it was going to be exercised. It was 
a case which had been brought several 
times before the House by Question and 
Answer by his hon. friends. The 
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Commissioners had the power of deciding 
what part of a landlord’s estate was to 
constitute an estate for the purposes 
of the Act, and the importance of the 
decision on that was this, that unless they 
declared the bit which the landlord was 
able to sell an estate he would get no 
bonus and practically there would be no 
sale. He found that onan estate in Cork 
—the Arnott estate—— 


Mr. DILLON: <A very interesting 
point of order arises here, and we 


should be clear upon it. I perceive that 
the hon. and learned Member is going 
to discuss in detail the action of the 
Estates Commissioners. The hon. and 
iearned Member for Waterford discussed 
the action of the Estates Commissioners in 
so far as, according to their Report, it had 
been dictated by the regulations of the 
Executive. The hon. and learned Mem- 
ber opposite is going a step further, and is 
discussing the powers of the Estates 
Commissioners and the action they have 
taken on their own responsibility. 
> 
Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): This 


is a matter which is sub judice. 


The DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN : If the 
case is sub judice certainly it cannot be 
discussed. Nor do I think the action ot 
the Estates Commissioners can be gone 
into in detail as the hon. Gentleman 
proposes. The action of the Commis- 
sioners, [ understand, is like that of a 


| legal Court, [NATIONALIST cries of ‘“ No. 


no!” 


Mr. DILLON: It is not in that sense 
a legal Court. It is subject to the Exe- 
cutive and the e¢riticism of this House. 
The hon. and learned Member for Water- 
ford guarded himself specially and said 
he was entitled to discuss the action 
of the Commissioners in so far as, aceord- 
ing to their Report, that action had 
been coerced or dictated by the Execu- 
tive Government. The hon. Member 
opposite is going a step further than 
that. He is discussing the action o! 
the Commissioners in so far as they 
are acting independently and on their 
own judgment. I do not object in the 
least, but I only want to know whether 
we will be at liberty to answer it. 
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Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, S.): I 
hope you will give no decision which 
will bar the way to the discussion of 
Section 5 where the Executive have 
interfered with the Estates Commis- 
sioners and reversed their proceedings. 
That is a wholly different thing. 


THe ATTORNEY-GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Arktnson, Londonderry, 
N.): That is also sub judice. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: In so far as 
it is merely an administrative operation 
I hope the hon. and learned Centle- 
man will see that that will come more 
appropriately on the Vote for che Com- 
missioners. 


Mr. DILLON: TI take exception to 
the statement of the Attorney-General. 


Mr. ATKINSON: I mean the 


struction of Section 5 is sub judice. 


con- 


Mr. DILLON : No, Sir, the Executive 
Gov@mment has decided the question, 
We must be allowed to challenge that. 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE: I do not 
wish to go into further details on this 
point. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Surely it is not 
in order that on a matter affecting 
the administration of public money, 
which is at the present moment before 
a tribunal, whether it be a legal or ad- 
ministrative tribunal, a discussion should 
take place for the purpose of affecting 
that body with reference to the parti- 
cular distribution of the money. 


Mr. DILLON: This is an important 
question, and the Chairman is in a difficult 
position when asked to decide upon ir, 
because it all depends on the construction 
of an Act of Parliament which we have 
followed very closely and which may 
not be so familiarly known to the Chair- 
man. J differ from the hon. Member 
for North Louth. This strikes at the 
promise given to us that the whole of 
the proceedings of the Commissioners in 
all their details should be submitted to 
the judgment and criticism .f the House 
of Commons. We have that promised 
most cleariy in the wording of the Act 
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and in the promises of Ministers. The 
proceedings of the Commissioners are 
not those of a judicia! body in the sense 
that they are withdrawn from the 
consideration of this House. 
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Mr. T. M. HEALY: There is no 
difference between the hon. Member for 
Mayoand myself. I think we havea right 
to object to the hon. and learned Member 
opposite discussing a particular matter 
which is really intended to prejudice 
the tenants’ side of the question in the 
Arnott Estate case. 


Mr. ATKINSON: It is quite true 
that the Commissioners are not wholly 
in the position of Judges. It is quite 
true that some of them are under the 
control of the Executive and some of 
them guided by the regulations but, 
at the time they are judicial in this 
sense, that they have to decide certain 
applications that come before them 
upon facts that come before them, and 
while they are deciding these applications, 
I submit that they are in the same 
position as any other judicial authority, 
and that you should not discuss the 
matter of that application. 


Mr. DILLO': I absolutely protest 


against this interpretation made by 
the Attorney-General. 
THe DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN: If the 


Commissioners are acting under the res- 
ponsibility of the Executive, of course 
their actions can be discussed. If the case 
is sub judice, of course it cannot be dis- 
cussed. 


Mr. DILLON: But what 1s the 
meaning of sub judice? I cannot allow 
it to pass without protesting against 
the assumption of the Attorney-General 
that the action of the Commissioner. is 
withdrawn from the discussion of the 
House of Commons. 


Mr. BLAKE (Longford, 8 ): I venture 
to hope that the hon. Member opposite 
will not carry this further. I think the 
point is important, and it requires serious 
consideration before a conclusion is 
reached, 
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Mr. WILLIAM MOORE said he would 
not state anything that was to the pre- 
judice of the case. What he was about to 
bring to the notice of the Committee 
was a certain statement made in regard 
to this estate that the Commissioners 
had acted in a particular way. If the 
statemeit were true, he thought it was 
a case in which the Executive should 
exercise their control. In deference to 
the hon. Member he did not put it further 
than that. 

He came now to the question 
of the constabulary. He thought that 
the feeling in the foree, so far as he 
could see, was greatly improved during 
the last couple of months. The con- 
stables had more confidence that they 
would be protected—a confidence which 
unfortunately previous to this they had 
largely lost. From all he could find out— 
and he had been talking to some of them 
—he believed a great deal had been done 
in the way of strengthening the esprit 
de corps between the officers and men, 
and the belief was now much more 
general than it was formerly that they 
would be protected in the discharge of 
their duty. He saw the other day at 
Limerick an application was made in 
the matter of some maliciousincendiarism, 
and the application was tried before 
County Court Judge Adams. Judge 
Adams they all knew, and he did not 
suggest that he had any prejudices or 
sympathies. If he had, hon. Members 
opposite would agree that they rather lay 
with the Nationalist Members. <A 
police sergeant went before the Judge 
and stated that he believed the 
application was a bogus one. If 
the Judge had acted on that evidence 
there would not be another word to 
say, but the Judge said he had no doubt 
malice had been proved and injury had 
taken place, but he held there was not 
a tittle of evidence to support the con- 
stuble’s statement. That was an ex- 
traordinary thing to happen, coming as 
the statement did from a constable who 
was supposed to know the district. 
Jt was a matter that should be investi- 
gated, and if any investigation had 
taken place he should be very glad 
to know the result. The Chief Secretary 
had behind him the fullest approval of 
those who wished to see the law enforced, 
particularly in regard to public meetings 
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in those districts in the West of Ireland 
where unfortunately intimidation pre- 
vailed. He did not wish to see the right 
of public meeting prevented, but it had 
been properly prevented where, in the 
judgment of those responsible for the 
peace of the country, it would lead to a 
breach of the peace. He had no doubt 
that a great many of the constituents 
of Members opposite who wanted security 
for themselves would also support the 
Chief Secretary in this matter. It was 
also satisfactory to find district inspectors 
and county inspectors and the force 
generally were not intimidated by the 
fact that a gentleman, knowing what he 
was about, had committed a breach ofthe 
law, from doing their duty. So long as 
that course was pursued, the right hon. 
Gentleman would have the support of 
the Members from Ireland who sat_ on 
those benches. 

There was a case also where local 
justices refused to attest a recruit for 
service in the Army. The men who 
did that were not fit to hold the com- 
mission of the peace. It was clearly a 
matter which ought to receive the atten- 
tion of the Chief Secretary. There were 
also cases in which justices were very apt 
to act, and especially ex-officio justices, 
in defiance of evidence. He knew it was 
a delicate subject to touch, but there were 
cases which were too plain. He referred 
to one case where the defendant admitted 
he committed the offence, and vet the 
magistrates ordered his acquittal. There 
was a case at Westport. A Bible-reader 
met a Roman Catholic clergyman and 
assaulted him, as he admitted. The case 
came before the magistrates, three in 
number. They unanimously acquitted 
the prisoner, although he said he assaulted 
the man and would do so again. That 
carried the law into contempt. He 
noticed in the same week a priest was 
assaulted in the street in Belfast, the 
defendant holding a Bible close to the 
priest’s nose, saying he was in need of it. 
Although he had not laid a hand upon 
the priest he was fined 40s. or a month’s 
imprisonment with hard labour. This 
showed that the law was administered 
in one way at Westport and in another 
way at Belfast. Where there was open 
disregard of evidence in law the Lord- 
Chancellor should take action and remove 
these gentlemen irom the administration 
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of justice. After all, the administration 
of local justice went to the security and 
contentment of Ireland. 


He and his friends heartily approved of 
the new policy that had been carried out 
during the past six weeks. The first con- 
sideration for the country was the observ- 
ance and enforcement of the law of the 
land. If that was successtully asserted, he 
had no doubt the Chief Secretary would 
carry out to the full the policy which, 
up to the present, they had earnestly 
hoped the night hon. Gentleman would 
develop—namely, the industrial side. 
Last night, so far as the Bann was 
concerned, they had had an offer from 
the right hon. Gentleman to reorganise 
the whole drainage system of Ireland. 
He did not say that that was very much, 


but, at any rate, if the Nationalists 
insisted in paralysing the executive 


officers of the Crown by acting in 
defiance of the forces of law and order in 
the country, it was obvious that they 
were delaying the industrial development 
of Ireland. The hon. Member for Mayo 
had been good enough to give him notice 
that he intended to attack him in regard 
to what he had said about Sir Antony 
MacDonnell. What he said and what he 
still said about the Under-Secretary’s 
position in regard to the unhappy 
Anderson case was this,—parenthetically 
he might say that he did not think it 
was very useful to the Under-Secretary 
that this case should be so constantly 
dragged in. He maintained that every- 
thing which he had said was absolutely 
true. 


Mr. DILLON said that all he wanted 
was to see that the truth prevailed. 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE said he also 
desired that. What he had stated was 
that the Under-Secretary was directly 
responsible for the dismissal of Constable 
Anderson on the identical evidence on 
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which that man was afterwards reinstated. 


Of course, he was aware that the Chief 


responsible for the acts of his subord.n- 
ate; but in dealing with that charge he 
was dealing with actual responsibility. 
On June 26th the late Chief Secretary 


the Member for Dover gaid that he was 


first cognisant of the matter in the 
Ur. Wiliam Moore, 
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‘month of February; and that was 
supplemented afterwards by saying that 
he had never heard a word about the 
case until February. Whatever that 
right hon, Gentleman’s responsibility 
might be it was limited till after February, 
Who, then, did deal with Constable 
Anderson ? It was the Under-Secretary 
and the Inspector-General. What were 
the facts? This man was dismissed in 
December. On January 2nd a letter was 
written by his solicitor enclosing a 
medical certificate which was received in 
Dublin Castle on January 3rd. It was 
this medical certificate which induced 
the right hon. Member for Dover to 


reinstate Anderson. According to the 
statement of the right hon, Mem- 
ber for Dover the police records of 
Anderson were for seventeen and 


a-half years perfectly clear. 


Mr. DILLON said he did not dispute 
that the late Chief Secretary said that 
Anderson’s record was perfectly clear ; 
but he knew that it was not. 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE said he thought 
that was hardly a generous way of dealing 
with this matter. The late Chief Secretary 
said that the man’s record was perfectly 
clear, and he reinstated him on the 
medical certificate after consultation with 
the law officers of the Crown, who revised 
the case, and who advised him that on 
the evidence the man should not have 
been convicted. Why did not the Under- 
Secretary consult the law officers? Up 
to the dismissal of Anderson the Under- 
Secretary could only have communicated 
with the Rev. Mr. O’Hara. What com- 
munications passed between the Rev. 
Mr. O’Hara and the Under-Secretary ! 
He was privately informed that in spite 
of this man’s record every effort was 
made to rake up scandals against -him 
until January 23rd, when it was stated 
that the medical certificate on which the 
whole case turned had no bearing on it 


, and that the dismissal accordingly stood. 
Secretary was, in constitutional law, | 


Sir Antony MacDonnell. 


That letter was draited by the Inspector- 
General and submitted for approval to 
That proved 
the whole case to the hilt. He himself 
felt so much approval of the change 
which had taken place in affairs in 
_ Ireland that he regretted he was not able 
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to vote for the salary of the Chief Secre- | 
tary. If it were only a personal matter | 
he would vote with a heart and a-half, | 
but voting would involve an expression | 
of confidence in the Irish Administration, | 
all the members of which were not | 
responsible to this House. The Lord- | 
Lieutenant was a most generous and | 
lavish entertainer, but they had noj| 
confidence in his political opinion, Then | 
there was Sir Horace Plunkett, and he did | 
not know what the present opinion of | 
Sir Horace Plunkett might be, but at | 
one time he was in open sympathy 
with the Lord-Lieutenant and Lord | 
Dunraven. Further, the Under-Secre- | 
tary was the actual draftsman of the | 
devolution scheme. All these excellent | 
officials were opposed to Unionist policy. 
In these circumstances, it would be | 
impossible for Ulster Unionist Members | 
to vote for the Chief Secretary's salary. 


*Mre. T. W. RUSSELL said in 


days long gone by he once heard | 
Mr. Disraeli remind the Members | 


sitting behind him that this country 
was not governed by logic. He thought | 
the Chief Secretary for Ireland, after | 
listening to the hon. and learned Mem- | 


ber for North Antrim, would be in- | 
clined to believe in that statement ; for, 
that he should be deprived of his salary 
because of certain views of Lord 
Dudley, whose salary was not involved, | 
Sir Horace Plunkett, whose salary was 
not involved, and Sir Antony Mac- | 
Donnell, whose salary was not involved, 
was certainly one of the most illogical 
things ever submitted to the House | 
of Commons. Tralv, the — official | 
Unionists of Ulster were fearfully and 
wonderfully made, and had their own 
ideas of logic, no doubt. He agreed in 
one thing, and that only, with the hon. 
Member. He said that a great change | 
had come over Irish policy. It was | 
true. He noticed, however, that the 
lon. and learned Member never sug- | 
gested any change until the Land Act | 
was passed, and he got thirty-one years | 
purchase for land he had offered for | 
twenty before it was passed. | 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE: ‘The hon. | 
Member has told the story so often that | 
he believes it, but it is not the case. | 
He has been misinformed. 
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*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: I have the 


hon. Member’s letters. I say we never 
heard a whisper of new policy until the 
Irish landlords, the hon. and learned 
Member included, got their purses well 
lined. They spoke out when the new 
policy involved justice to other parties. 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE : How about 
the thirty-one years? Do you withdraw 
that ? 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: I have the 


| letters. 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE: I defy him 
to produce the letters. I am prepared to 
go into the whole history of my estate; 
every tenant was satisfied and I have 
forty-two. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: IfI have made 


| an error in thirty-one instead of thirty-—— 


Tue DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN: If a 
charge is made agaiast an hon. Member 
which he repudiates it is usual to accept 
his statem2nt. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said he with- 


| drew his statement so far as the thirty- 


one years was concerned. If the hon. 


| Member had any refuge behind that he 


might take it. His case was this, and it 
included every Irish landlord who was 
now to the front of this new policy, 


| they never complained of the old policy 


until the Land Act was passed which 
filled their pockets out of the funds of 
this country. It recalled the time when 
Lord Cornwallis wrote to the Duke of 
Portland with regard to the negotiations 


| for the Act of Union— 


* You cannot believe how I loathe the men 
with whom I have to treat, and how [ should 


| like to kick them.” 


Tue leopard had not changed his spots. 


| The hon. Member made a side attack on 
| the Estates Commissioners 


He did not 
take a reasonable view of their explana- 
tion or what would be their explana- 
tion. He said the general public dis- 
trusted the Estates Commissioners, and 
that practically no land had been sold to 
them asthe Act authorised and provided. 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE: I said, in 


\ those districts free from intimidation. 
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*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: Why did the 
landlords prefer to sell direct to the 
tenant? There were great inducements 
given for sales to the Commissioners. 
A great deal of the expense was borne 
by the Commissioners. Why did not the 
landlords deal with them. They knew 
the Commissioners inquired into the 
value of land before they purchased. 
They knew they would not get the price 
out of the Commissioners which they 
could wring out of the tenants. 
That was the reason why the landlords 
had set aside that portion of the Act. 


The hon. and learned Member, in his 
long speech, had gone over a large number 
of items. Let him say this to the House. 
He had been a Member for twenty years. 
He had heard debates on the Chief 
Secretary's salary which were debates 
indeed. He had lived through times of 
outrage and crime in Ireland, and 
intimidation that could be called such. 
But what was the case now? Contrast 
past times to this. Contrast the debates 
of old and horrors of old with what they 
had heard that day. Was it not ludicrou 4 
The Judges were going through Ireland 
receiving white gloves, and declaring the 
country practically crimeless. There 
was one spot in which it was alleged there 
had been intimidation. The whole of 
the country except that spot was 
perfectly peaceable and perfectly quiet. 
What did this reorganisation of the 
Unionist for es in Ireland mean? There 


was a perfectly plain and clear meaning | 
to everyone who chose to go beneath | 


the surface. He was 2 somewhat old 
electioneerer. He had been in a good 
many battles and he cou!d tell the House 
what it all meant. He would tell the 
House whet this conspiracy to libel a 
country which was perfectly crimeless 
and clear from outrage meant. 
Those Gentlemen were politically played | 
out and they knew it. When they were | 
down in their luck electorally they tried | 
Home Rule. They raised the Home | 
Rule bogey. That was the way to/| 
frighten Englishmen. They did not 
care about other things. They had | 
broken their pledges—they were played | 
out, and being so they raised the Home 
Rule bogey. “Let us,” they said, 
“take that through England. Let us | 
send the Member for North Antrim | 


{COMMONS} 


1452 


through England with the Anderson case 
or with the Ballinasloe doctor’s case.” 
He had been more through England than 
ever the hon. Member had. He had 
fought a good many more battles than 
he had fought or ever would fight. The 
English people would not be deceived 
by him now as they were in 1886, They 
would not be deceived by these bogus 
charges—by this new election conspiracy 
which had been got up for political 
purposes. It was a scandal that a 
country should be libelled and defamed 
by newspapers and_ politicians without 
the slightest cause. 
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Now he rose fer the purpose of 
asking two Questions of the Chief 
Secretary. He wanted to put down 
cases to him very explicitly, and he 
asked for a plain answer. The Chief 
Secretary had been at Dublin, and he 
(Mr. Russell) had noticed the company 
that surrounded him—landlords and 
agents and men connected with Irish 
land. That was the company he had 
got into. It was the beginning of the 
Chief Secretary’s term of office, and he 
had no right to give him advice. He 
had known him fora long time and he 
wished to say frankly that he had no 
desire to obstruct him in his work, and 
he had no sympathy with bigotry and 
outrage. He had voted against these 
things all his Jife and he was as bitterly 
hostile to them to-day as ever he was. 
From him the Chief Secretary would find 
no difficulties in these matters. He 
himself admitted that, as administrator 
of the law in Ireland, the Chief Secretary 
was bound by the law. He, however, 
wanted to be frank and fair with the 
other side. The Chief Secretary would 
admit, he thought, that it was of the 
utmost importance that at this juncture 
in Trish affairs he should strive to steer 
an even keel. 


The first Question he desired to ask the 
right hon, Gentleman was a Question re- 
garding the action of the Executive in 
reference to the alteration of the Commis- 
sioners findings in regard to Section 5 of 
the Land Act. It the House would permit 
him for a few moments he would like to 
make the case clear. When the Land 
Act was debated in Committee in 1903, a 
clause stood which placed all rents of 
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whatever kind under the zones. Three 
nights were spent in the House endea- 
vouring to alter the zones. They failed 
to alter them. But the Chief Secretary on 
the third night made a great concession, 
He declined to alter the zones, but on an 
Amendment of his (Mr. Russell’s) he 
agreed to strike out from the zones all 
the non-judicial tenants. Their cas? 
was that these non-judicial tenants who 
had never had rents fixed ought not to 


come under the zones because their rents ' 


were too high, and that they ought not 
to be treated on the same pline as 
judicial tenants. The Chief S>»cretary 
wave Way on that, and he exempted from 
the zones all non-judicial tenants and 
promised to treat them in a different way. 
What took place was this: a new clause 
was brought up ana that clause now 
stood as Section 5 of the Act. The 
‘states Commissioners in their Report 
gave a fair rendering of that clause. 
The inspectors went to work on that 
clause, but they had not been long at 
work when the Executive interfered, His 
first point was what right had the Execu- 
tive Government to interfere in a matter 
like this. The Act stated that all ques- 
tions of law were to be referred to a 
Judge, who was appointed for that pur- 
pose, Yet the Executive on their own 
Motion, alter thes» instructions had been 
in operation for some time, absolutely 
reversed the instructions and told the 
Commissioners that the equities of the 
tenants were not to be taken into 
account, but that all that was to be 
considered was what was the fair 
value so far as the incumbrancer and 
remamderman were concerned. Was 
there ever a more monstrous interierence ¢ 
But half of this had not been disclosed, 
because the Commissioners in this Report 
said that there was one set of instructions 
issued in which the equities of the 
tenants were to be taken into account. 
But the Executive reversed that, and the 
question of law thus raised as to the 
meaning of ‘ equitable” under Section 5 
had been referred to the Judicial Com- 
missioner under Section 23 of the Act. 
Did anyone ever hear the like of that ? 
Why did they not refer it to the Judicial 
Commissioner at once ? Why did they 
presume to alter what was considered to 
be the law, and after they had made the 
alterations, if they were not sure about 
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them, why did they agree to send the 
matter to the Judicial Commissioner, why 
did the Executive step into the shoes of 
the Land Judge? He thought that of all 
methods of doing business this was the 
funniest he had ever heard. What did 
it all mean 2? It meant, and the sooner 
the House of Commons knew it the 
better, that they might pass whatever 
Act of Parliament they liked for Ireland, 
but the moment the Act went across to 
Dublin and into the hands of the law 
officers of the Crown and the Executive 
generally, that moment it was twisted and 
perverted in favour of a class. That 
was the position in which the right 
Gentleman would tind himself 
before he was much older. The 
right hon. Gentleman was bound to tell 
the House how, in face of the conces- 
sions the right hon. Member for Dover 
made in 1903, these non-judicial tenants 
came to be treated in this way. 


Let the House understand what 
had been done. He took one case of 
the 70,009 future tenants of Ireland. 
The estate was being sold. The man’s 
holling was not a judicial rent; there- 
fore it could not come under the zones. 
The Estates Commissioners sent down 
an inspector. Under the first rule the 
inspector would have been entitled to 
report whether the price agreed upon 
between the tenant and 'ard!lord was a 
fair price ornot. But under the newrule, 
what he was told in his instructions was 
to value the farm as it stood—landlords 
property and tenants’ property—and ifthe 
two combined were security for the ad- 
vance, then that was all that was wanted, 
and he had no right to enter into the 
question whether the price was a fair 
one or not. Did the Attorney-General 


dispute that advances had not been 


made under the old Acts beeause the 
security was not sufficient ? 


Mr. ATKINSON said there was not a 
line to that effect in any Act of Parlia- 
ment. The security given was the 
property of the landlord and tenant com- 
bined. 


*Mr. IT. W. RUSSELL contended that 
what was sold under the Ashbourne Act 
| was the landlord’s interest. But what 








1455 


wes sold now under the new directions to 
the Commissioners—— 
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Mr. ATKINSON: The hon. Member 
has no right tosay that. Itis absolutely 
false ! 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: Has the right 
hon. and learned Gentleman any right to 
say that tome? I appeal to the Chair. 


Mr. ATKINSON: I mean that it is 
unfounded; not that the hon. Member 
made a deliberately false statement. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said the right 
hon. and learned Gentleman had better 
say what he meant, and not bandy words 
like these across the floor of the House. 
What happened on these holdings? ‘The 
inspectors simply found out whether the 
property of the tenant and the landlord 
was security for the advance, and that 
was taking all the equities into account. 
The tenant might, and very frequently 
would be, buying his own improve- 
ments. The old Act prevented that, 
because the Commissioners would not 
advance the money. These 70,000 
future tenants were tied up: they could 
not get their rents fixed; if they pur- 
chased they would be at the mercy of the 
landlords; and the Executive by a mere 
act of its own stopped the inspector from 
reporting on the equity of the bargains, 
and then relerred them to the Judicial 
Commissioner for decision as to whether 
they were right or wrong. That was the 
way Ireland was governed! These were 
the only people fit to govern the country ! 
Who authorised these instructions? In 
reply to the Question whether the law 
officers of the Crown had given any 
advice to the Estates Commissioners on 
the administration of the Act, the reply 
was given the other day to this effect: 
‘“No; the law officers advise the Lord- 
Lieutenant.” Of course they did, and 
the Lord-Liecutenant acted on their 
advice. Was that so ? 


Mr. ATKINSON indicated his assent. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL asked whether 
it was fair or reason ible that the right 
hon. Gentleman should deny that he had 
ever advised the Estates Commissioners 
when what he did was to advise the Lord- 


Mr, T. W. Russell, 
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Lieutenant, who acted on his advice and 
directed the Estates Commissioners—— 


Mr. ATKINSON (interrupting) was 
understood to say that he had never 
given any advice. When he was asked 
a Question he had to reply. He could 
not state what advice he had given the 
Chief Secretary or the Lord-Lieutenant. 
The Estates Commissioners were not to 
take any law from him = at_ all, 
and he had always disclaimed any 
attempt in that direction. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL asked whether 
anyone could say how the alteration had 
been made, and by whose authority ? 
The Chief Secretary said it was done by 
order of the Executive. The Executive 
was Lord Dudley. Did Lord Dudley 
give these instructions off his own bat or 
on his own idea? Was that governing 
Treland according to Irish ideas? No! 
they all knew how these things were 
done. The Executive acted on the ad- 
vice of the law officers. Lord Dudley 
gave these instructions on the advice of 
the law officers, and they ought to state 
to the Committee what their grounds 
were for giving that advice. The 
Attorney-General had said that he had 
nothing to do with the intentions of 
Parliament: he had only to deal with the 


Act of Parliament as it stood. That 
was so, but the right hon. and 
learned Gentleman knew what the 
intentions of Parliament were, and 


if the section did not carry out those 
intentions it was the fault of the At- 
torney-General. He was not paid £5,000 
a year for doing nothing. It was part of 
his duty to see that Bills in their passage 
through Parliament carried out the 
intentions of their promoters. 


There was only one other  ques- 
tion with which he intended to 
deal. He desired to call in question 
the action of the Crown Solicitor 
of the county of Tyrone and the Solicitor- 
General for Ireland in appearing in 
Court in a case in which the Judge 
pronounced his decision that the man 
was guilty of conspiring to boycott. He 
did not doubt that it would be said that 
that was a civil case, and that that fact 
differentiated it from a case of criminal 


/conspiracy. That was a lawyer’s subter- 


fuge which he could not appreciate. Was 














aS 


or 
d 
ld 


= eee Or Sl 








1457 Civil Services & Revenue 


not the “‘Tallow” case a civil action ? 
That was ove of the worst cases of 
boycotting which ever took place in 
Ireland. What would have been thought 
if the Crown Solicitor of Waterford and 
the Solicitor-General had gone down and 
taken briefs for the leading boycotter in 
the Tallow case? What had made the 
Tyrone case a civil case? There was no 
doubt about the facts. 


Mr. GORDON (Londonderry, 8.) asked 
whether, having regard to the Answer 
given by the Chief Secretary that there 
was an appeal pending in the Tyrone 
case, it would be in order to discuss the 
matter ? 


Tue DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN: If an 
appeal is pending, of course there must 
be no discussion of the matter. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELLD (continuing), said 

he did not propose in the remotest degree 
to touch the question itself. He was 
dealing with the question of the law 
officers of the Crown taking up such 
a case witha view to preventing their 
appearing in it should there be an 
appeal, 


Mr. GORDON said that as he under- 
stood the case the question was whether 
there was a conspiracy to boycott, and 
the hon. Member wished to raise the 
point whether the Solicitor-General should 
appear in that case, when the question 
Was still pending as to whether or not a 
man wes liable for damages for criminal 
conspiracy. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL thought the hon. 
Gentleman entirely misapprehended his 
object. He dismissed altogether the case 
as far as its merits were concerned. His 
point was that it was unseemly for 
Government officials to stand up to 
defend a man whom the Judge had pro- 
nounced guilty of boycotting. 


Tue DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN: The 
matter is out of order on this Vote, as 
there is no mention in it of the law 
officers of the Crown. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said he had got out 
all he desired. 
attention to what he ventured to call the 
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‘like daylight in Treland. 


He had managed to call | 
‘making its way all through the country, 
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s:andal of the law officers of the Crown 
sianding up to defend a boycotter in the 
North of Ireland. With what face could 
the Government denounce boycotting in 
the West of Ireland now when their own 
Ministers stood in Court to defend it ? 
Did they think that people would believe 
in, their sincerity? Not a bit of it. 
They would believe as much in their 
sincerity in this case as they would in 
their new cry of Home Rule, which 
they were dragging as a red herring 
across other electoral] issues. He had 
said enough to convince the public 
that a grave dereliction of duty had 
taken place and that the Executive 
should interfere to prevent its occurring 
again. 


He would tell the Chief Secretary 
frankly that he was beginning a very 
perilous march. He could see what was 
going on in Ireland as well as most 
people. He had been long familiar with 
every part of that country and he knew 
many people on both sides of politics. 
He would tell the House of Commons 
perfectly frankly that they would not 
ultimately succeed in keeping the two 
sections of the Irish people apart. That 
was the basis of the whole policy of hon. 
Gentlemen opposite. Anything that 
would bring Catholics and Protestants to- 
gether was anathema maranatha to them. 
Their two objects were to keep the Irish 
people at each other’s throats and to get 
place and pension for themselves. That 
was their idea of politics. He regretted 
the new policy mainly for one reason, 
For four years there had been something 
They had had 
a gradual appeasement. He had noticed 
it in Ulster. There he had seen sights 
that had never been seen for over forty 
or fifty years—thousands of Catholics 
and Protestants marching to the same 
polling booth to vote for the same man. 
He had seen it in Orange Fermanagh, in 
Antrim, in East Down, and they would 
see it all over Ulster at the general 
election. That was the cause of all the 
trouble. The idea that Irishmen had 
a common country, common interests, 
and that it did not so much matter 
where men worshipped or at what shrine 
they knelt so that they united for the 
good of their common country was 
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and the new policy was designed to 
thwart it and stamp it out. Members 
opposite knew that the moment the Irish 
people united, their rule must cease. 
They had got the Chief Secretary by the 
two shoulders and were endeavouring to 
make him stand firm as a kind of bogey- 
man. He hoped they would not succeed. 
If he was spared in health and strength 
he would do one man’s part in preventing 
them succeeding. He thought it was a 
scandal that after four years of peace 
and light, the dark cloud should a -ain 
drop over the face of the country, 
owing to the action of half-a-dozen 
men who did not represent Ulster 
and who could not get fifty men to 
their meetings when they held them. 
That was the imposture the Press was 
carrying out. The Unionist Press was 
almost as bad as the Unionist Members. 
It was a catastrophe for Ireland that 
such a thing should be allowed, but he 
hoped there were some Members from 
Ireland on the benches opposite who 
would see what was at the bottom of the 
whole business, and would refuse to 
bow at the bidding of hon. Gentlemen 
opposite. 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG (Antrim, S.) 
said he was sure they were all much 
obliged to the hon. Member for his very 
statesmanlike and moderate speech. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: It was as 
statesmanlike as yours. 
Mr. CHARLES CRAIG: You had 


better wait to hear it before you express 
an opinion. Continuing, he said the hon. 
Member had held up a picture of 
thousands of Catholics and Protestants 
marching to the poils together. He did 
not say whether they would do so in his 
own constituency of South Tyrone. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: 
will, 


I think they 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG said time would 
show. ‘The circumstances of the hon. 
Member’s constituency were peculiar. 
There were a little over 6,000 voters there, 
of whom 3,000 were Nationalists and a 
little over 3,000 were Unionists. At the 
last election Mr. Russell got in by the 
votes of 3,200 Unionists. 


Mr. T. W. Russell. 


{COMMONS} 
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*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: I was opposed 
by both Nationalis's and landlords in a 
three-cornered fight. 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG said at the 
next election the hon. Member hoped to 
get in by the half of the three thousand 
majority. 


Tue DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN: Order, 
order! These are personal matters, | 
ought, perhaps, to have stopped the hon, 
Member for South Tyrone. They have 
nothing to do with the Chief Secretary’s 
Vote. 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG said of course 
he bowed to the Chair, but 1: was rather 
hard to hear oneself attacked in a most 
personal manner, 

*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: I 
attacked you. 


never 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG: Yes, you did, 
in a most personal and almost insulting 
manner. Continuing, he said if he was 
not permitted to reply he would confine 
himself to some remarks which the 
hon. Member made with respect to the 
Party to which he once belonged, but 
from which, he was glad to say, he 
had now parted. He wished Members 
on the opposite side of the House 
joy of their new acquisition, and he 
could assure the hon. Member for South 
Tyrone that the attacks he made upon 
the Irish Unionist Members, so far 
from doing them harm, would do them 
good in their constituencies, In one of 
his most violent attacks the hon. Mem- 
ber for South Tyrone pointed the finger 
of scorn and said, ‘‘ That is the Unionist 
policy in Ireland.’ They had been try- 
ing to pin him to a definite statement 
that he had left the Unionist Party. 


For some time he found it very difficult 
] 


to vacate his seat on the Unionist side 
of the House. They were glad he 
had done so, and that he had now 


dec!zred himself in such a way that they 
would I:now how to deal with him when 
the election came. He had accused 
Unionists of a change of policy. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: I said that I 
agreed with the hon. and learned Mem- 
ber for North Antrim that there had been 
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a change of policy. I did not accuse 


him of it. 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG said the hon. 
Member stated that their policy had been 
changed because some of them who were 
landlords had had their pockets lined 
uncer the Land Act. He thought the hon. 
Member for South Tyrone was the last 
man in the world who ought to throw outa 
taunt to anybody of having changed their 
policy, because he had changed his own 
no less than six times. Probably the 
lon. Member began to change his policy 
before he (Mr. Craig) was born. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: You had better 
not give an opinion upon that. 


THE DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN said he 
could not allow these personal m»tters 
to be discussed. 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG said he had 
tried to avoid personal matters, but the 
remarks of the hon. Member for South 
Tyrone had been directed solely against 
himself. He said that the Irish Unionists 
as a Party were played out politically, and 
that was a personal remark. He ven- 
tured to predict that the political career 
of the hoa. Member for South Tyrone 
would end within the next two years. 


THe DEPUTY -CHAIRMAN  aguiin 
cautioned the hon. Member in regard to 
his remarks not being relevant. 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG said he was 
sorry to say that if he was stopped 
upon this subject he had very little 
more to say, because having addressed 
the House at very great Jength on the 
previous day he did not intend to 
inflict another speech on the House that 
day. The personal remarks. however, of 
the hon. Member opposite had drawn 
him to his feet, although by the ruling 
which had just been given his remarks 
would be considerably curtailed, 


The hon. and learned Member for 
Waterford had proved, no doubt to 
his own satisfaction, that Ireland was 
in a perfectly peaceful condition and 
that there was no more necessity for 
the application of force than there 
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had been during the last two years. 
Dealing with the county of Galway the 
Member jor Waterford instanced two 
cases out of many which had been re- 
ported to show that the complaint made 
that the county was in a disturbed con- 
dition was bogey. He was glad to hear 
that the attack in one of those two cases 
had »roved to be much less serious than 
was at first reported, but was the hon. 
and learned Member opposite prepared 
to say to the House that in the case of 
Patrick Costello there had not been very 
serious intimidation. This was one of 
the first cases in which this new form of 
intimidation, namely, the pulling down of 
walls around the farms and rendering 
them useless as grazing farms, had been 
committe. In this case over 600 vards of 
solid stone wall were pulled down in one 
night. When it was remembered that 
this was a grazing farm it would at 
once be seen that this conduct was 
one of the must ruthless forms of ins 
timidation that could be indulged in, 
Costello then put up 600 yards of wire 
fencing, but three days later that was 
demolished, and then, to add injury 
to injury, Costello was summoned five 
times because his cattle had sirayed on 
to neighbours’ lands. It was a most 
horrible system of intimidation. Then 
there was the case of a man named 
Dooley. He had the lease of a farm 
which he wanted to buy. But the 
United Irish League, who up to the 
advent of the present Chief Secretary 
were the absolute lawgivers in the 
district, wanted this farm to split up 
amongst the small holders round about, 
and on 8th April the walls surrounding 
that man’s farm were pulled down. 
Could it be contended that a county in 
which such things went on was in a 
peaceful condition? It had been stated 
that the policy of the Act of 1903 was 
that large grazing farms should be 
divided amongst small holders. There 
was no doubt that was one object of the 
Act, but did Members opposite uphold 
the methods used by the people in 
Galway to carry out that policy. Did 
the Act say that if a grazier refused to sell 
his farm it was legal or justifiable to put 
such pressure upon him as to make it 
impossible for him to live in the country ? 
Every Unionist, nay, every fair-minded 
man in Ireland, and the Nationalist 
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Members also, if they believed his state- 
ment of the state of affairs existicg 


there, must think that it was a perfectly | 


disastrous state of things that the law 
should have been allowed to be set 
aside and that an evil policy of that 
sort should have gone unehecked for 
the time it had. He was glad to 
say that since the present Chief Secre- 
tary had been in office there was 
every appearance that that po icy would 
be checkec. An hon. Member the other 
day accused him and his collexgues of 
glorving in the coercion of his fellow- 
countrymen. To-day he might tell him, 
as he told him then, that that was abso- 
lutely false, but that if it was necessary 
and if the state of aflairs which existed 
continued or grew worse, then it was the 
duty of the Chief Secretary to do every- 
thing he could, and if necessary to put 
the Crimes Act into force. 


Mr. HAVILAND BURKE (King’s 
County, Tu!lamore) said the only fact he 
regretted in connection with the speeches 
of the hon. and Jearned Member for 
North Antrim and his colleague who had 
just sat down, was that every English, 
Scotch, and Welsh Member of the House 
was not present to listen to them. He 
believed that if a few thousand ordinary 
level-leaded Eng 'ishmen, Scotchmen, and 
Welshmen were doomed to hear Orange- 
men talk for an hour once a week for 
twelve months the Irish question would 
be solved, and Home Rule secured at 
the end of that period. On this occasion, 
and on the occasion of the debate on 
the Address, the hon. and learned 
Member for North Antrim, with terrific 
solemnity, rose to indict a nation and 
to impeach the Government onthe score 
of its suspect: d toleration of the majority 
of the nation in question. What did 
his speech on the Address, and evei: his 
speech that alternoon, amount to? One 
would have thought that after all his 
“sound and fury signifying nothing ” he 
had some dark and fearful sceret in the 
background, some real iniquity to reveal, 
some plot to unravel; but his grievance on 
the last occasion amounted to a twopenny- 
halfpenny complaint as to the action of 
a rate collector under a Nationalist 
county council, and to-day they had the 
Constable Anderson case. Constable 
Anderson occupied in the mind of the 


Mr. Charles Craig. 
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hon. and learne} Member for North 
Antrim the sane place that King 


Charles’s head occupied in the mind of 
Mr. Dick when drafting his famous 
memorial. He was 2n absolute maniac 
subject of Catholicism and 
Catholics, and his judgment on any matter 
where the anti-Catholic question could 
by any possibility be brought in abso- 
lutely precluded him from presenting a 
reasoned argument or drawing a reason- 
able conclusion. He chailenged the hon. 
and learned Member for North Antrim to 
say whether what he had dove that 
afternoon—anii lie was possibly a future 
resident magistrate ot County Court 
Judge—— 


THe DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN hoped the 
hon. Gentleman would not transgress by 
making personal remarks. 


Mr. DILLON said his hon. friend was 
perfectly in order. He was entitled to 
reply to the speech of the hon. and 
learned Member for North Antrim, and 
his personal remarks arose out of that 
speech. 


THE DEPUTY-CHATRMAN: What I 
heard was that the hon. Member was said 
to be looking forward to b ing made a 
resident magistrate or a County Court 
Judge. 


Mr. HAVILAND BURKE said he was 
about to siy, when called to order, that 
the hon. Member for North Antrim 
rebuked the Nationalist Members for 
undermining the foundations of society 
in Ireland, though he himself, possibly a 
future administrator of justice in Ireland, 
came down there that aiternoon and made 
a deliberate attempt to ruin the pro- 
fessional career and future of a head 
constable in Limerick, who hac the 
courage to stand up in Court and say 
that the outrage of the incendiary fire 
had been the work of some malicious 
tramp and the result of any 
agrarian agitation in the district. This 
was the rspect for law and_ order 
which they were invited to copy. 
The hon. and learned Gentleman came 
there deliberately to make a public appeal 
to the Chief Secretary to black-mark a 
head constable in Limerick because he 
had the manhood and the courage to say 


not 
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that an incendiary fire was not a malicious 
or an agrarian outrage, but the action 
of a tramp who was revengeful on 
account of not getting relief. 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE said the 
constable did not sav it was an accident. 
He said that the man had done it him- 
self. The Judge said he did not believe 
the constable, and that was his reason 
for mentioning the matter. 


Mr. HAVILAND BURKE said if the | 


hon. Member insisted that the oath of a 
head constable in Ireland was not to be 
believed he would close with the bargain 
aud accept the statement. The whole 
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| and bogus prosecutions. 





gist of the hon. Member’s complaint was | 


that the head constable swore in Court 
that the National League had nothing 
whatever to do with it. If that was not 
intimidation, he did not know what 
intimidation was. Another small com- 
plaint of the hon. Member was in regard 
to a Bible-reader who got into conflict 
with the local priest. The priest ad- 
mitted that he lost his temper, and that 
he struck or hustled the Bible reader. 
Speaking as a Protestant, he said that 
anvbody who knew at all about Ireland 
knew perfectly well that the visits of 
these so-called Bible-readers were neither 
velcome nor wanted by more than one 


rectors in the West of Ireland. [An Hon. 
MemBER: That’s no reison for assault.] 
The question of assault was a dangerous 


| suppress these. 


ber 
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The wretched Protestant versus Catholic 
question only flourished and provoked 
riot and bloodshed in those districts 
where Orangeism flourished. In King’s 
County Protestants formed a strong and 
influential minority of the population 
and such a thing as the Protestant versus 
Catholic question did not exist in Tulla- 
more. ‘The Catholic and Protestant 
clergy were on the best of terms with 
one another, but if an Orange lodge were 
imported this good feeling would be at 
an end. They would have bogus outrages 
What were the 
doing at the present 
moment ? The hon. and learned Mem- 
for North Antrim talked about 
“my country,’ and yet he engaged in 
the ignoble work of defaming that 
country! He put it to Englishmen, 
Scotsmen, and Welshmen, no matter on 
which side of the House they sat, what 
would they think of a Member who 
went through the London weekly papers 
every Sunday, made an abstract of all 
the murders, incendiary fires, assaults 
on women and children, etc., and then 
put on the Notice Paper of the House 
Questions as to why the police were not 
taking more stringent measures to 
Yet that was what the 
opposite were doing 


Orangemen 


hon. Members 


v /assiduously; and they were aided in 
out of every 500 Protestant curates or | 


ohne to raise, because the trivial assaults | 


made on Irish Church Society Mission 
men, the presumptuous youths who 
called themselves Bible-readers and went 
about the South and West of Ireland, 
were insignificant when compared with 
those committed on the Salvation Army 
in an old cathedral town, or by mobs in 
places in England. 


He sincerely regretted that the Chief 
Secretary should have allowed himself, 
the moment he crossed the water, to 
be “collared” by the Orange gang 
in Ireland. He repudiated the right 
of the hon. and learned Gentleman the 


Member tor North Antrim to speak 
for the mass of the Protestants of 
Ireland. ‘There were tens of thousands 


of Protestants in Ireland who wouid no 
more be seen in an Orange procession 
than in one of Dr. Dowie’s tabernacles. 


their work by a gang of journalistic 
scavengers in Ireland. What did these 
Unionist scavengers do in the different 
towns of the country ? A rumour, perhaps, 
got afloat that a shot had been fired into 
a country house, and it was published with 
great head-lines in the /rish Times and 
the Daily Express. A few days after- 
wards it had to be confessed that it was 
alla mistake ; that, at most, only a stone 
had been thrown. [MiNISTERIAL ironical 
laughter.}| Hon. Gentleman opposite 
railed, but everybody knew that if a lie 
got twenty-four hours start, it could never 
be caught up.. 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG said the 
rumour was denied within twenty-four 
hours. 


Me. HAVILAND BURKE said that 
he had never known a case in which 
hon. Members opposite, belonging to 
that particular group, had put a Question 
relating to an outrage in Ireland which 
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was subsequently proved not to have 


happened—he had never heard one 
of them stand up and say that 
he was sorry he had _ put the 
Question. 


{COMMONS} 





As regarded the suppression of public 
meetings he thought it would be very | 
interesting to have a Return of the | 
number of public meetings which | 
had been interfered with in England | 
during the last fifty years. He was sure | 
it would compare in a very startling way 
with the number of meetings which had | 
been interfered with in Ireland within | 
the last two years. He wanted to speak | 
coolly and impartially to the Chief Secre- | 
tary. The peculiar folly of proclaiming | 
public meetings in Ireland was that it | 
could do no good; it could only do 
harm. He had been at a good many | 
proclaimed meetings, and never at one 
which they did not sueceed in holding in 
the long run, He could not imagine 
any possible reason for proclaiming a 
meeting, even if it were intended to cause 
harm to or increase bitterness against 
some local man. By proclaiming the | 
meeting it made the harm and the bitter- 
ness all the more certain. Surely the | 
police, who were always in overwhelming 
force and armed to the teeth, could pre- 
vent any outrageous attack on a particu- | 
lar man. To drag Members of Parlia- | 
ment about like common felons when | 
they went to visit their constituents, and | 
to inflict cruel injuries on unarmed | 
people with baton and musket-butt, did | 
not enhance the respect for the law. | 
They heard a great ceal about respect | 
for the law; but he did not think the | 
law in Ireland deserved to be respected. | 
Repect for the law rested on the general | 
moral sense of the community. There | 
was respect for the law in England, | 
because there was a widespread public | 
belief that the men who administered the 
law did so without fear or favour, and 
without any thought as to whether their | 
decisions would be acceptable or other- | 
wise to a section of the community. In | 
Ireland they had no such belief. The 
public sentiment was very much to the 
contrary, 


He believed that the Chief Secretary 
had made his initial mistake by 
pandering to this little pushing, noisy, 
bullying Orange faction which was 


'penitential candle. 





Mr, Haviland Burke. 
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playing the same game to-day as 
they had done a hundred years ago. 
No better illustration of that bullying 
game could be found than the Question 
put on the Notice Paper by the hon. 
and learned Member for North Antrim 
who complained of the fact that when 
Sir Antony MacDonnell, at the sug- 
gestion of the Congested Districts Board, 
visited Galway to arrange a local dis- 
pute, he was guilty of the infamy of 
calling on Mr. Higgins, the chairman 
of the local branch of the Land League, 
a man of considerable local importance, 
a magistrate, and one universally 
respected. The whole Orange Virus was 
concentrated in that Question. Let the 
Committee observe the bullying audacity 
of the contention. This was what the 
Chief Secretary would have to guard 
himself against. The right hon, Gentle- 
man would have to understand that the 
ascendency men were not Irishmen, any 
more than they were Scotsmen or Welsh- 
men. They had arrogated to themselves 
the title of the garrison in Ireland; and 
their only grievance, at the present 
moment, was that they had only 80 per 
cent. or JO per cent. of the rich places 


‘in the administration of the country. 


| Their 


only objection to Sir Antony 
MacDonnell was that he was a Catholic, 
and was suspected of Nationalist tenden- 
cies, That was the casus belli. It com- 
menced when Mr. Gill was appointed 
secretary to the Board of Agriculture. 
Then the Dublin Unionists were prepared 
to tear the Union Jack into tatters in 
order to punish Sir Horace Plunkett for 
appointing Mr. Gill, who, after being a 
member of the Irish Patty, had not 
donned the penitential sheet and lit the 
The whole matter 


| was that latterly Catholics and National- 


ists were to a small extent having a part 
in the administration of Ireland. That 
was the frightful grievance which the 
Orangemen brought before Parliament. 
The Chief Secretary was on the wrong 
tack. He could not satisfy an appetite 
that was insatiable; and the right hon. 
Gentleman could no more change the 
a:cendency man from what he was a 
hundred years ago than he could change 
wrong into right. He was still thinking 
of the gallant days when he lived on the 
fat of the land; and when the Catholic 
was only a hewer of wood and drawer of 
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water. His beau wdeal would be the 
revival of the penal laws. He, himself, 
did not impute conscious inaccuracy as 
regarded hon, Gentlemen opposite; but 
he believe! their domitiant feeling was 
that Ireland should be governed! apart 
from the opinion of the overwhelming 
majority of the inhabitants of that 
country. A very superficial examination 
of the history of Ireland would teach the 
Chief Secretary that to throw himself 
into the arms of the Orange gang would 
mean ruin to any political reputation to 
which he might aspire. 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT (Down, N.) said 
they could afford to take compliments 
of the kind paid them by the hon. 
Member who had just spoken when they 
rememb2red that they represented 
1,250,000 of the people of Ireland; and 
not the least respectable and loyal of 
those people. They had been taunted 
with living in an atmosphere of unjust 
and unfair suspicion. Ulster Members 
and the Press were so spoken of by the 
Prime Minister. They had indeed heen 
lying more or less during these past 
years in an atmosphere of suspicion and 
distrust, but he deniel ithad been etthet 
unfair or unjust. Recent events had 
proved up to the hilt the need of that 
suspicion and that vigilance on the part 
of the Ulste: Members. The representa- 
tives of Ulster had always been the most 
loyal supporters of the Unionist cause, 
It wou'd be strange indeed if that were 
not so, because the Unionist cause meant 
to them not a mere item in a political 
programme, but a question ab-olutely 
vital to them and the constituencies they 
represented, In the feeling of mistrust 
and suspicion th: y had not been alone in 
the House, and they had also been backed, 
he was thankful and grateful to say, by a 
very large section of the Unionist 
Peers in England. He believed the 
Prime Minister did not make a 
practice of reading the newspapers. 
If he had read the newspapers he would 
have been surprised by the waraing of 
journals, usually his hearty and enthu- 
silastic supporters. He would take the 
opportunity of thanking the Press and his 
Unionist colleagues in the House for the 
support received in bringing home the 
reasons for this suspicion and distrust. 


Ulster Members might be few in numbers, | 
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but they represented the province which 
was the very corner-stone upon which the 
Unionist Party was built, and their in- 
fluence had been recognised by all who 
realised their true position in the Unionist 
Party. He had spoken of suspicion and 
distrust, but he was very g'ad to be able 
to say and he thought he spoke on 
behalf of a great many of his colleagues 
from Ulster—that that suspicion and dis- 
trust had been so fur removed that they 
f-lt they were ina position to vote against 
the Amendment, and to vote with the 
Government for the first time for some 
time past on questions affecting Ireland. 
[A Navionatisy: Moore did not.] He 
was speaking for himself and possibly for 
some others. 
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Mr. T. M. HEALY: Ulster is divided. 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT said they would 
see when the division took place. He was 
undivided in his allegiance to the Chief 
Secretary for the splendid work he had 
done for Ireland, and in recruiting the 
Unionist Party since he took office. The 
Chief Secretary was not one of those who 
would indulge in idle dreams, like 
those entertained by the hon. Member 
for South Tyrone and those sitting by 
him, of an ideal Ireland which could never 
be. He was a strong man, determined 
to master his own Department, and to 
deal with fac's as he found them, and he, 
while seeking to improve the material 
condition of the people of Ir+land, would 
not allow any crivuinal conspiracy of any 
league or any Church to interfere with 
the carrying out of the law which it was 
his first duty toenforce. They believed he 
had the two great qualities most needed 
in Ireland, the most respected in Ireland 
in the end, the qualities of courage 
and sympathy. He heartily congratulated 
the right hon. Gentleman on the begin- 
ning of his career as Chief Secretary. 
The right hon. Gentleman undertook the 
office with great coura ze and self-sacrifice, 
and he had great pleasure on behalf of his 
constituents in heartily supporting him. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) expressed his 
regret that the Chief Secretary had 
surrendered so easily and so quickly 
to the miserable forces of bigotry 
and reaction. The right hon. Gentle- 
man had already showa that he had a 
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blind confidence in the official gang | he replied to Questions of hon. Members 
and an absolute distrust of the people. | whose only object was to defame the 


Law and order were not impeiilled even 
in Galway. Where was the contempt for 
law and the disregard for property ? 
What justification had the right hon. 
Gentleman for delivering such lectures ? 
Great political capital had been made out 
of a few disturbances in Galway. But 
one of the main purposes of the Purchase 
Act of 1905 was to divide the vast 
grazing lands amongst the people. All 


sections of the House were united in the 


hope that thcse unfortunate people would 
be placed upon the rich lands to work 
out their salvation under circumstances 
of comfort and possibly prosperity. 
There was no more cruel and tantalising 
state of affairs in any civilised country 
of the world than that which presented 
itself in Galway and Roscommon, where 
there were these vast grazing ranches on 


‘character of their fellow-countrymen. 
| The history of representative institutions 
afforded no precedent or parallel for a 
body of representatives being constantly 
engaged in defaming the character of the 
people of the country from which they 
came. It was reserved for hon. Members 
opposite to devote their energies to 
fouling their own nest, Attention had 
recently been called to the total of 205 
agrarian outrages during the year, and 
the Chief Secretary, to keep hon. Mem- 
bers opposite in a good temper, gave the 
congenial Answer that the immunity from 


_ pun shment was due to the ijact that the 


the one hand and people anxious und | 


willing to work on the other, and yet an 
unnatural, anomalous, and deplorable 
condition of things kept the population 
and the land apart. Orderly meetings 
were held to demand that the law should 
be carried into effect; representations 


were sent to the Estates Commissioners | 


to deal with the matter; but all the 
forces of so-called law and o:der were 
ingeniously worked against the people. 
Where was the wrong if they called upon 
the men who held the land, and practised 
neither violence nor cutrage ¢ Did hon. 
Members opposite believe that the House 
would have consented to the passage of 


these people would have been excluded 
for ever from the arable lands of the 
country ¢ 
South Antrim would not deny that that 


| 


people who were victimised were afraid 
to come forward. But 124 out of the 
205 cases were only cases of intimida- 
tion, and of these the bulk were 
threatening letters and notices. Did 
anybody believe that the majority of 
those letters were not written or caused 
'to be written by the people themselves ? 
/How could anything of that kind be 
proved to be a threatening letter. He 
had always believed, and he still believed, 
that it was quite within the power of an 
unscrupulous policeman, panting for 
promotion, to keep his finger on the valve 


_of crime and outrage, make the register 


‘lation and outrage. 
‘forgotten the Sergeant 


rise or fall, and to increase or decrease the 
number of threatening notices and letters 
and eventhe atrocious crime of cattle muti- 
Had the House 
Sheridan, the 


nse 'Constable Sullivan, and the Mulrooney 
the Act of 1903 ifit had been thought that | 


cases? Were not Sergeant Sheridan’s 


colleagues capable of doing the same 


thing to-day ? 
Kven the hon, Member for | 
upon constabulary authority. 


was a laudable and praiseworthy object, | 


good for the people and good for the 
common weal. 


The atrocious crime of | 


these people was that they held meetings | 


and petitioned the Estates Commissioners, 
and because they did not conduct their 
debates, with the moderation of the hon. 
Gentlemen on the Front benches they 
were to be visited with the pains and 
penalties of the Coercion Act. Feelings 
of indignation could not be coped with 
by the importation 
policemen. 


Surely they were not 
going to accept these figures of 205 simply 
The Chief 
Secretary accepted this statement with- 
out examination and analysis, and then 
proceeded to lecture the Irish people as 
a whole and the Irish Members without 
‘discretion or discrimination, 


They had observed with what levity the 
right hon. Gentleman had treated the 
sacred right of public meeting and fre 
|speech. An hon. friend of his attended 
|a public meeting in Ireland at which he 


of thousands of | was subjected to personal violence by the 


police and where he saw one of his 


The Chief Secretary was not to be | colleagues attacked by the police. And 
commended for the manner in which! what did the Chief Secretary bring 


Mr, Flynn, 
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forward in reply to a Question upon this 
subject ? Simply the bare statement of 
those who were on their defence in this 
matter. But for the ruling of the Chair 
his hon. friend would have been de- 
nounced as guilty of falschood, although 
he was speaking of what he saw, because 
he was looking on and saw the occurrence 
himself. The Chief Secretary, without 
investigation, was always ready to accept 
the statements of constables, and he 
waived aside the testimony of his hon. 
friend. That was not treating Members 
of the House of Commons with proper 
courtesy. He disputed the doctrine of 
the Chief Secretary that the police had 
a legal right on their own mere tpse dizit 
to prohibit a public meeting in Ireland. 
‘They knew how all this was worked. 
The right. hon. Gentleman sail that the 
police had the power to stop a lawfully 
convened public meeting on their own 
responsibility, The Russian police at the 
present time claimed no more than that. 
When they saw the right hon. Gentlemin 
addressing a meeting of his political friends 
in Dublin accompanied by all the forces of 
bigotry and ascendency in Ireland, and 
laving down all the old doctrines, the 
Irish people were apt to take such action 
as the prelude and forerunner of a course 
of coercion, and naturally their suspicions 
were aroused. He warned the right hon. 
(rentleman against taking a course of 
that kind. All they could do in the 
matter now wasto remonstate. The right 
hon. Gentleman might consider it to be his 
duty to do what other Chief Secretaries 
had done, but his effotrs would end in 
lailure inthe same way as the same policy 
adopted by his predecessors had failed. 


*Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, 8.) twitted the 
Nationalists with having during the p.st 
three hours devoted themselves to 
personal recrimination instead of the dis- 
cussion ot Irish adminis ration. The hon. 
Member for King’s County had said that 
he spoke as a Protestant. He deprecated 
references to the religious beliefs of hon. 
Members, although he quite believed 
that if he were to cross the floor and 
declare that he was a converted Orange- 
man the Nationalist Members would not 
only accept him but even find a con- 
stituency for him in order to point out 
the great salvation there was within 


their fold. He protested against the , 


unscrupulous attempts which were made 
to misrepresent the position of Ulster 
Members, and complained that the 
Nationalists in their criticisms did not 
give other people credit for the honesty 
they claimed for themselves. The hon. 
Member for King’s County had referred 
to the treatment which the Salvation 
Army received from English mobs in a 
cathedral town. He could not help 
recalling that when in Dublin on one 
occasion he saw a little bit of Irish 
administration in regard to the Salvation 
Army. Walking along the street one 
evening he heard a great nois+, and on 
going to the scene he found 300 or 400 
people not disguising the fact that they 
were Nationalists. They were gathered 
around two or three Salvation Army 


lasses, and were cursing and swearing at , 


them while there was breath in their 
bodies. On that occasion they were 
tolerated by the police, and in the 
interests of law and order it was found 
necessary to pat them on the shoulder 
and say, “ Now boys, keep quiet.” His 
idea of Irish administration would have 
been to lock them up, but he knew that 
would be repulsive to people whose 
tolerance in the case of Dr. Long of 
Limerick took the form of refusing a 
conveyance to drive him to a patient. 
Yet they found hon. Members represent- 
ing Nationalist constituencies getting 
up, without blush or shame, and making 
certain ckarges against Members froin 
the North of Ireland. These persona! 
attacks were a waste of the time of the 
Hous>. 

His hon. and learnel friend the Mem- 
ber for North Antrim had _ referred 
to the notoricus case of Constable 
Anderson. He, himself, had been waiting 
with anxiety to hear a demand from the 
hon. Member for East Mayo for the 
public inquiry in regard to which he had 
put a Question on the Paper the other 
day. He did not object to the effort on 
the part of the hon. Member to enable 
the Rev. Mr. O’ Hara to clear his position, 
but that should not be made at the 
expense of the character that had already 
been indicated, and it should not be 
made in order to bring further base 
insinuations against a man who had been 
tried once and acquitted, tried again 
and found guilty, and tried a third time, 
by the head of the Irish Administration 
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and reinstated with full pay for the time 
he had been off. That man had had the 
misfortune, in the estimation of some, to 
pay attention to a girl who happened to 
be a Roman Catholic. He had been 
refreshing his memory regarding what 
passed in the House when the subject 
was debated, and he found that the late 
Chief Secretary did not attempt to justify 
Father O’Hara’s action with regard to 
the whole of this transaction. He and 
his friends had no objection to aninquiry 
for they had nothing to fear. But he 
would ask hon. Members opposite 
whether it wa; their intention or desire 
that this woman, who had become the 
wife of Constable Anderson, should go 
through this unpleasant ordeal again, 
Her character had been vindicated 
bevond dispute, and was she to b> held 
up to the public gaze for the grati- 
fication of one man. He _ regretted 
that the case had been brought up agiin, 
and he thought hon. Gentlemen opposite 
should have some consideration for the 
feelings of people who had been in a 
position less fortunate than themselves. 

And, it being half past Seven of the 


Clock. the Cha'rman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavo'dable absence of the 
Chairman of Ways and Means from the 
remainder of this day’s Sittings. 

Whereuyon Mr. Jerrreys, the Deputy- | 
Chairman, took the Chair as Deputy- 
Speaker, pursuant to the Standing Order. 

Committee report Progress; to sit 
again this evening, 

EVENING SITTING. 
SUPPLY (StH AtLorren Day). 
Considered in Committce. 
(In the Committee.) 

(Mr. Jerrreys (Hampshire, N.) in the 

Chair. } 
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granted to His Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 3lst day 
of March, 1906, for the Salaries and 
Expenses of the Offices of the Chief 
Secretary in Dublin and London, and of 
the Inspectors of Lunatic Asylums.” 
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*Mr. SLOAN (continuing his speech) 
suid he did not see why Nationalists 
should take exception to the Chief 
Secretary accepting an invitation to a 
banquet under the auspices of a Unionist 
organisation, seeing that Sir Antony 
MacDonnell had accepted an address 
from his political friends at Castlebar. 
The Member for North Antrim referred 
to acase in Be'fast, and lest the House 
should be misled he would like to 
supplement what had been said. That 
man did not take exception to a Roman 
Catholic clergyman as such. He was some- 
what eccentric anddenounced theclergy of 
all denominations: he was fined 40s. for 
what he did. And in contrast to that he 
pointed out that at Westport a priest 
who had kicked a man because he 
disagreed with what he was doing was 
dismissed by a majority of the bench, 
and was presented with a purse of 
sovere'gas and an address by the people 
of the district as marks of their approval 
of his action. What an uproar there 
would have been from the Nationalist 
Benches if that individual had been a 
Protestant clergyman. He then referred 
to the matter of the auxiliary asylum at 
Youghal, where 350 simples were con- 
fined in an unused industrial school with- 
out any res'dent medical superintendent, 


/and he wished to know whether it was 


the intention of the Irish Government to 
give the capitation grant. A few days 
ago an inquest was held with reference 
to the death of one of the inmates, and 
the jury distinctly stated that these 
individuals ought not to be kept in that 
place, but ought to be in hospital. The 
Inspector of Lunatics had protested 
against the arrangement and Sir Antony 
MacDonnell had done likewise. He 
asked the Chief Secretary how long was 
this state of things to be permitted to 
continue. He protested against the 
allegations of the Nationalists that the 
hon. Members for U!ster brought forward 


“That a sum, rot exceeding £13,950, be nothing but bogus grievances. 


Mr. Sloan. 
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A NATIONALIST MEMBER: You 


have a grievance against the Carlton 
Club. 


*Mr. SLOAN said it did not matter to 
him whether it was against the Carlton 
Club or anybody else: he would give voice 
to any grievance he might have. He 
did not take any mere partisan view of 
his respo sibility as a Member of Parlia- 
ment. He was born in Belfast and he 
was not ashamed of being an Irishmin, 
ind any mesure which promised to 
b-tter the condition of the people of 
ireland—whether Protestants or Romin 
Catholics—would have his support and 
he should not be ashamed to give an 
vccount of his stewardship to the people 
who sent him to the House of Commons. 
He could not think the Nationalists 
s-riously meant to assert that there was 
. Party in the North of Ireland who de- 
sired to crush everybody in order to get 
:n ascendency. He hated ascendency, 
ind he believed the people shou'd be tree 
ind unfettered. He believed the present 
Chief Secretary was doing his best, and 
though he regretted that coercion should 
have to be resorted to he was not in a 
position to dictate to the Administration 
when special measures should or should 
avi be applied. Tne real justification 
for any measures of that kind was the 
conduct of the people. He was 
sure that in regard to the effort be- 
ing made to better the country, 
honesty would be observed by those 
representing Ulster constituencies as 
well as by those in the South and West. 


Me. T. M. HEALY urged that the 
House ought to have something like 
a statement of the policy of the new 
Chief Secretary on the initiation of his 
re'gn in Ireland. The silences which the 
right hon, Gentleman hid maintained for 
so long wes the more remarkable because 
he had been accused, or compli nented, 
as the case might be, of being the re- 
presentative, if not the author, of a new 
policy in Ireland. 
that House were entitled to know what 
that new policy was. It could not be a 
new policy for one part of the country, 
because the Ulster people had declared 
that they were content with the British 
Government. It must be, therefore, a_ 


new policy with regard to the discontented | 
[FOURTH SERIES. | 


VOL. CXLVI. 
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The Nationalists in | 
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portion of the country; and they wer 
entitled in that House to a first statement 
as regarded that policy, such as was 
given by the Secretary of State for War 
or the representative of the Admiralty. 
For some reason or another it had seemed 
good to the Conservatives of Ireland to 
discount the official statement by holding 
a dinner in Dublin in order to decant the 
right hon. Gentleman’s opinions there. 
Certainly the result of that decantation, 
if he might use the word, had be2n the 
most extraordinary statement he hal 
ever known an official to make. It was 
all very well for a gentleman to proclaim 
his unworthiness and unfitness for a 
position. When he cried nolo episcopari 
one generally expected him to lay dowa 
the crozier and the mitre. If an Irish 
Member were inducted into the office of 
Home Secretary for England, it woald 
be an extraordinary thing for him at a 
banquet at the Holborn Restaurant to 
say that he was utterly unfit for the 
office, that he would not know England 
on the map, that he did not kaow one 
county in England, that he did not 
know Holbora from the Strand, that he 
was in ignorance? of the situation here, 
ud that his only clatim to the position 
vas that he hid assumed it at the eall 
f duty to his chief. Let any one ‘ancy 
& man taking charge of a man-of-war, 
having been a bricklayer or a carpenter ; 
or taking command of an army, having 
been a shoemaker or clerk, and boasting 
of it, and claiming consideration from 
his Opponeits on the ground that he 
was absolutely unfitted for the position. 
It made one ashamed of being an Irish- 
man to think that an English Minister 
could boast that his chief claim to the 
consideration of that country was that 
he knew absolutely nothing about it. 


The right hon. Gentleman denied that 
Ireland had been neglected by the Par- 
liament of England, because, he said, 
forty-one statutes had been passed by 
the Tory Party in this country for 
Ireland in the last ten or twelve years. 
How many statutes hal been passed for 
England and Scotland in that tim»? 
They were passed every year by the 
hundred. The right hon. Gentleman 
considered that the Government were 
entitled to boast because they had pass» 
as many statutes for Ireland in tea 
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years as the humblest Irish Assembly 
which could be constituted in that 
country could pass in a single session. 
The right hon. Gentleman watered the 
wild Unionism in Dublin with an an- 
nouncement that did not seem to have 
been entirely palatable to the noble army 
of Dukes and others gathered at the 
festivities. He stated that there were 
still wanting various reforms and 
amendments in the law which it was the 
duty of the united Parliament to make. 
Why had they not his statement as to 
what they were? The present Govern- 
ment had not long to run. Was the 
right hon. Gentleman content to remain 
in office for whatever lees and dregs 
might remain and to do nothing but 
ordinary acts of administration? That 
would be an ignoble position for a 
statesman to assume. However inter- 
esting these small matters that had been 
raised on the other side of the House 
might be, it was almost degrading to hear 
them being discussed, when Irishmen 
were concerned 11 so much larger ques- 
tions. Both sides lost by allowing them- 
selves to be enmeshed in these smaller 
questions, because Ulstermen needed 
measures of progress for themselves 2s 
much as people in other parts of Tre- 
land did. England had the bevefit of 
Irish troops and Irish seamen; and 
again he asked where was the value 
for the money which the Irish people 
paid ? 


He maiitained that Ireland should 
insist, every year when the Chief 
Secretary’s salary came up, on a state- 
ment from him, just as the House 
insisted on a statement with regard 
to the great Indian dependency, or 
colonies like the Leeward or Wind- 
ward Islands. Let the right hon, 
Gentleman give them some information 
about their country and as to what the 
British Government was doing with it, 
When it was‘squandering their revenues 
and appointing their officials, what had 
it got to say for itself, with a mass of 
seething discontent in the North and the 
South and the West? The right hon, 
Gentleman was entitled to claim that he 
had a representative gathering in Dublin 
the other night, but what were the facts ? 


The Orange Party in Dublin took a, 
division against giving him a dinner at | 


Mr, T. MéHealy. ai 
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all. While the right hon, Gentleman had 
the support of the great landlords like 
the Duke of Abercorn and all the worthy 
gentleman who were well off no matter 
what Government was in power, there 
was a democratic Party which drove him 
from Liverpool at the last general 
election and compelled him to get a seat 
lower down in the country. He was 
obliged by this very Orange section to 
quit his own constituency on the religious 
difficulty. He, himself, took no interest 
in that question; but what happened ‘ 
When the question of the invitation to 
the right hon. Gentleman came up before 
this great council of Orangemen not 
more than thirty of the entire body were 
present and fourteen of them voted 
against giving him = any reception 
whatsoever. The Unionist Members did 
not speak of these things in the House 
before the Nationalists. They did not 
want to let the Philistines rejoice, but 
meet an Orangeman or a Protestant any- 
where in Ireland, unless he had a salary, 
and he was as bitter and indignant 
against the methods of British Govern- 
ment in Ireland as the Nationaiists. 
Therefore he said they were entitled to 
ask what the British Government were 
doing with their ten millions of money. 
He believed that the notion of this river 
of gold which was for ever flowing from 
their poor little impoverished country to 
enrich this great and wealthy land would 
even yet appeal to Irishmen of all classes. 
In London they saw millions expended 
on new buildings for the Vavy, for the 
Army, and other Departments, but 
when a small expenditure was asked for 
Dublin Castle the money could not be 
got. The time would come when Irish- 
men on both sides in the House of 
Commons would have to have a sort of 
Public Accounts Committee, which should 
trace Irish revenue from its source in 
Ireland to its place of expenditure here 
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and see what they got inreturn. They 
got nothing but broken-down Chief 


Secretaries. 


Those of them who were engaged 
in the real business of politics, and 
not in recrimination or idle chatter, 
were sent there to promote a far higher 
than that raised by hon, 
Gentlemen on the other side of the 
House. The right hoz. Gentleman had. 
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now been inducted into his office and he 
would therefore ask him, had he a policy ; 
what was it; where was it invented ; 
did it differ from the policy of the right 
hon. Member for Dover; and how wasit 
originated? Did he sit in the Cabinet 
for four years with the right hon. Mem- 
ber for Dover and approve of his acts ? 
The right hon, Member passed the Land 
Act and made various speeches on the 
University question. Did the Chief 
Secretary approve of those statements, 
and if he differed from him had his so- 
called new policy the sanction of the 
“abinet? Did he differ from his Lord- 
Lieutenant, and, if so, were the Irish 
people to look to the Lord-Lieutenant 
for a statement of policy, or to one who 
was, nominally at least, his subordinate 
officer? They were induced two years 
ago to support the Purchase Act and 
especially the bonus of £12,900,000 to the 
landlords upon the suggestion that they 
were enteriig upon something like a new 
era of conciliation, It the nght hon, 
Gentleman had a different policy from 
that of the Member for Dover, the Irish 
landlords had been getting the money 
under false pretences. What business 
had the landlords of Ireland to press 
round the right hon. Gentleman and 
insinuate new policies in his ear which 
they did not declare when the Bill of 
1903 was going through the House of 
Commons? Great fault was found now 
with the unfortunate Connaught peasants 
because it was said that they were 
sreedy of land and wanted to drive the 
sraziers off their farms; but who first 
gave official encouragement to these 
poor cotters? The most Socialistic and 
revolutionary proposals on this subject 
were to be found in the statutes that the 
Imperial Parliament had passed; but 
because these sections of compulsory 
purchase were directed, not against the 
landlords, but against the tenants, 
Socialism and Communism received 
legislative sanction. The third Section 
of the Act of 1903 enabled the Congested 
Districts Board te resume, which meant 
annex, a holding in order to distribute it 
amongst the surrounding tenants. But 
if the Board might seize his little farm, 
which he held under a judicial tenancy, 
why were not the branches of the 


National League, containing gentlemen 


just as respectable and honourable as the | 
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members of the Board, to pass resolu- 
tions on the subject? He would again 
ask the right hon. Gentleman what his 


new policy was. 


Mr. GORDON said he wished t> 
reprobate the doctrine contained in 
the concluding part of the hon. and 
learned Member’s speech. This was 
not a question which ought to be 
determined in a debate of this kind. 
The violence of language used by hon. 
Gentlemen opposite towards Unionists 
ought to be an object-lesson as to what 
they would have to suffer if they had a 
Parliament in [reland. The hon. Gentle- 
man argued that because the Legislature 
had provided a means under the law of 
dividing up the grass lands of Connaught. 
and because that was not being carried 
out as rapidly as the people wished, they 
were entitled to intimidate the owners of 
property. That was against not only 
every principle of law, but of every 
principle of morality; and he was 
surprised that a Member of the legal 
faculty should stand up for such a 
doctrine. Why should the hon. and 
learned Member justify outrages and 
crimes which ought to be suppressed / 
The hon. and learned Member for Water- 
ford brushed aside the Return of outrages 
and said, “Oh, that is nothing.’ In 
Munster and Connaught there were all 
these serious agrarian crimes which 
brought terror and misery to innocent 
householders. Were firing into houses 
and maiming cattle of no account? Was 
the mght hon. Gentleman who was re- 
sponsible for the preservation of law 
and order in Ireland to be condemned 
because he said in public and in the 
presence of the Press that he intended 
so far as he could to preserve law and 
order in Ireland? The suggestion was 
always made that these outrages were 
provoked by the pelice, because one 
black sheep had been found in the 
police. It was an unworthy suggestion. 
There were eleven cases of killing and 
maiming cattle in the two provinces of 
Munster and Connaught Were these 
outrages not to be put down? Did hon. 
Gentlemen opposite defend these crimes ? 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): We have 
always condemned them and we always 
shall. 
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Mr. GORDON said that he did not | 
think that hon, Members opposite had | 
condemned them. The hon. and learned | 
Member jor Waterford had spoken of the 
number of threatening letters which he 
had received. He should like to see these 
letters, and ¢ mpare them with the 
threa ening letters sent to innocent house- 
holders threatening to injure their pro- 
perty and to make fami y life unbearable. 
Was the Ch ef Secretary to be denounced 
because he said that he would try as well 
as he could to see that law and o:der 
were ma'ntained and that such crimes 
were put an end to? It was the first 
duty of every Goveriment ‘o give 
security to life and property, and to see 
that the law was obeyed. They were 
told that everyth ng the Unionist Mom- 
bers for Ireland siid must be wrong. 
But they represented a certain section of | 
the community, just as much as hon. 
Gentlemen opposite represented their 
section. The Unionist Members repre- | 
sented the section of the community 
wh'ch had two-thirds of the industries of 
I:eland, and paid more than half of the | 
revenue collected from the whole popula- 
ton of Ireland. He thought, therefore, 
that when the House heard statements 
made bv the Nationalist Members of 
Ireland in reference to the small bo ly 
that represented the Unionist Party in | 
Ireland it ought to bear in mind that that 
body, however small, represented practi- 
cally one-third of the population of 
Ireland, far more than one-half of the 
manufacturing industries of the country, 
and a great deal more than one-half of | 
the actual revenue that was paid by 
Ireland to the Imperial Exchequer. 
Therefore, though their numbers were 
small they had the right to have their 
opinions and views put before the House 
just the same as the Members for the 
South and West of Ireland. Law and | 
order ought to be equally administered 
in every part of the covntry and to every 
man in the country irrespective of class | 
or position. Let every man be treited | 
cn fair and equal terms. Let the Chief | 
Secretary administer the law in that | 
spirit and be would earn the praise, not | 
the blame, of all right-minded men. | 

| 
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He was surprised that the hon. Member | 
for South Tyrone could not avo‘d attack- | 


ing the meeting at which the Chief Secre- | 
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| to the Chief Secretary ? 


‘on them some day. 


| attack. 


| was 
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tary was welcomed to Ireland. Was it sug- 
gested that the Unionists oi Ireland were 
not justified in extending their hospitality 
If the Radicals 
were in power and sent over a Chief 
Secretary he would probably be enter- 
tained by the Radicals in Ireland, but 
it would not be a very big entertainment. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: Did you ever 
entertain the late Chief Secretary ? 


Mr. GORDON: The hon. Member for 
South Tyrone had described the gentle- 
men at the meeting as ‘‘old pals” of 
his. He rounded on his old pals occa- 
sionally, and whoever were the hon 
Member for South Tyrone’s pals now 
they would find that he would round 
But there were 
about 200 at that dinner, and they repre- 
sented the trade, commerce, and industry 
of Ireland, with a few Peers who were 
Irishmen liv ng in Ireland. Was it a 
great charge against the right hon. 
(ientleman that he went to such an 
entertainment as that and that he made 
a speech which was reported in every 
newspaper in Ireland, and of which the 


‘only parts that could be attacked in 


the House of Commons were those in 
which he declared his determination to 
preserve law and order, If there had 
been anything in his speeches at Belfast 
and Dublin that could have been laid 
hold of by the Nationalists they would 
have set it out in detail in the House 
of Commons. They had had from the 
Nationalists a hollow pretence of an 
It must be made on every 
Chief Secretary, whether they agreed 
with him or not. !t had been made 


/in the same terms, in the same form, 


and chiefly by the same speakers often 


before, and they might expect it to be 


made so long as a Unionist Government 
at the head of affairs. And even 
when the Opposition came into office 
they would not escape, because it 
would be impossible for any man who 
tried to preserve law and order in 
Treland to avoid those attacks. 


They had been called the Ascendanev 
Party. He thought there was very little of 
the quality of the Ascendancy Party 
amongst them. They were ordinary, 
plain, hard-working men who had to make 
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their living in Ireland, and who were 
capable of forming an opinion as to what 


Dublin and Belfast Unionist Associa- 
tions and it represented the majority 
they believed would be to the best in-|of the Imsh people; consequently it 
terests of Ireland. It was not a question | would be, constitutionally, a much 
of landlords. The Nationalists were | more decent proceeding than what the 
always talking about landlords, What- | Chief Secretary did in Belfast. Such a 
ever the Nationalists said about them, the | proceeding would have been received 
men who represented the Unionists of | with howls [Mryisrertat cries of “Oh, 
Ireland were trying to voice the views of |oh!”] Yes, it would have been received 
their constituents, and trying as far as| with howls, and the first man to howl 
they could to get even-handed justice in| would be the Solicitor-General for 
freland, and to see that law andjIreland. It was an imprudent thing 
order were preserved there. for the Irish Secretary to have identified 
| himself in such a prominent way with 
Mr. DILLON said the hon. Member the Irish Unionist Party. This was the 
Fi Ve 4LVe Sd e we oer 9 5 
site had been givi he Watt more unfortunate when he went over to 
opposie mad oeen giving the Nation | averse the policy of governing Ireland 
alist Party a lecture, and his speech | '°V°TS: “he POlicy Of governing | 
Wag eee nna eevee” | according to Irish ideas. His policy was 
was full of recrimination from begin- |) 0 Cosksind xuatink fake ah 
ning to end. He wished to call|{° govern Ireland against Irish ideas. 
attention to a new departure, not in In the speech he reeently made he 
Spal aay Sige aegis n e - th studiously avoided mentioning Lord 
policy, but in the procedure, made by the Dudlev’s name, and put up Lord 
a a e te ay Ss 2 mh a 4 
Chief Secretary from the custom which eetieven onc biel ol Pete Sally to aim 
: ah raven aS a Kk yt cat Yali 
hed ruled Ireland in recent vears. The |). age ‘i 
ee ee E 5 his blews at; but the whole of that 
present Chief Secreta y had imprudently ' : . 
ee : ’ | speech was directed against the Lord- 
broken a custom according to which the | 7! ac , 
responsible Minister for Ireland avoided Lieutenant, and poured ridicule and 
esponsibdie ster 3 ‘ a av e : 
Desty wnetinas in that cOantiy.. Bk was contempt on an address he had delivered 
< / > . , as : * - 
ie Os iia: a ae ao by and with the authority of the Cabinet. 
even more necessary to avoid Party ‘Tew dik wit aeed te take ee right hon 
oe ley 0 as , 
meetings when the Chief Secretarv |, ° : ; ; 

; - | Gentleman for his policy, because they 
happened to represent a Government ere Hi liev . to gover} 
which was in sympathy with the ae EOF pee ee ee 

Scais. s “ee 4.:_, | Ireland in accordance with the wishes of 
mney te Selane, "Fas puak:or Ones the loyali-t section of the Irish people 
Secretary for treland was not analagous The Chief ee seeets i igee.2 th a 
to the position of any other British 1e Chie! Secre at Jade necredbeadde 
ae ia of a tl Ee | three gentlemen sitting beside him—the 

ster 2cause ‘ere Was ry One| pn : oye: a 4 
om oe oe eee English Solicitor-General and the Irish 
Minister who governed Trelind, Some- law officers. He would be allowed to 
times it was the ‘d-Lieutenant and | eae ; 

mes it was the _Lord Lieutenant and remain in offive so long as he obeyed 
pion rien aage “gisncataontd Mace rv them, and not an hour longer : 
was absolute in all departments of the eer : aie 


State in Ireland. It should be remem-| If it were possible he would much prefer 
bered that when a coercion Government that they should confine this debate to 
was in power the British Minister for} the broad general questions affecting the 
Ireland yoverned that country against | general policy of Ireland, but under the 
the opinion of the overwhelming majority | present circumstances it was idle to do 
of the Irish people. That was unfortun- | that, because by doing it they would b> 
ate, but it nevertheless threw upon the | simply beating the air and keeping aloof 
Chief Secretary an additional burden of | from the actual position of things in 
responsibility not to identify himself | Ireland. They had to utilise such 
with any Party in Ireland by attending | opportunities as were offered to them to 
Party meetings. What would be said by | expose and criticise the conduct of the 
the hon. Members of the small Unionist | Executive Government in Ireland. Three 
Parcy opposite if, when a Radical came | topics on which he desired to address,the 
into power, the Irish Secretary were to | Committee were the Anderson case,'the 
inaugurate his tenure of office by attend- | disastrous interference of the Executive 
| 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


ing a mass meeting in the Rotunda under | in the administration of the Lan 1 Act, and 
the auspices of the United Irish League. | the deliberate conspiracy, encouraged by 
That was just as lawful a body as the} the Chief Secretary, to manufacture 
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bogus outrages in order to justify 
coercion, The Anderson case was an 


important issue, because it illustrated the 
methods by which the Orange Party 
carried on their campaign against 
justice and common honesty in Ireland, 
endeavoring when brought to beok in 
the House to burke discussio 1 and to run 
away. They had endeavoured againand 
again to get a full statement of the facts in 
regard to this case, because the Ulster 
Party had used it in the most un 
scrupulous and cruel way to hound down 
© man whose mouth was closed, but 


when they were brought to book pon | 
it they had run away on every occasion, | 


and they had done all they could to 
burke discussion and suppress the facts. 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORK said the only 
chance they got was last session, and 
they took it. 


Mr. DILLON said that on the 8th of | 
July last the subject was introduced, | 
and, when the Anderson case was raised, | 
the Whip of the Unionist Party rose | 


and brought up another subject in spite 
of the repeated protests of the hon, and 
Jearned Member for Waterford. 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE said the hen. 
Member was referring to an attempt 
made to confine the Anderson case to a 
discussion between the hours of nine and 
twelve. The hon. Member apparently 
did not know the facts. 


Mr. DILLON siid that what he had 
stated was absolutely correct. 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE: 


correct. 


No, it is not 


Mr. DILLON said that jater on the 
case was again brought forward by the 


leader of the Ulster Party, the hon. and | 
gallant Member for North Armagh, and | 


a long discussion took place. The hon. 
and gallant Member moved a reduction 
of the Chief Secretary’s salary, and then 


it was talked out by a Mombe: of the | 


Party opposite. 
Mr, DUon. 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. WILLIAM MOORE: The charge 
| that we had it talked out is absolute]. 
|unfounded. An hon. Member got up 
j}and talked it out, and he was censure:| 
| by our Party for doing so. 





| 

| Mr. DILLON said it was absolutely 
| true that they censured the hon. Member 
‘for Bellast, but he had had his say, and 
‘he had = since explained that it was 
la rranged that an English Member shoul 
' talk it out. 


An HON. MEMBER: Did the hon. 
Me:ber impute that they made any such 
arrangement with an English Member. 

If he did it was absolutely untrue. 


Mr. DILLON said the hon. Membe’ 
for Belfast said at a public meeting tha 
he regretted the censure passed upon 
him because it was necossary to keep 
up appearances, but he said everybody 
knew that arrangements had been made 
that an English Member should talk it 
‘out, and that it was not to be allowed 
to go to a division. He further stated 
that the reason he rose to talk it 
| was that the English Member who shoulc 
have talked it out was not sufficiently 
alert in getting up to speak. In the 
course of that discussion he urged that 
a full inquiry into the case should be 
held, and that all the documents should 
be produced, and what did hon. Members 
opposite dot Not one of them backed 
‘up that demand. The hon. Member 
for North Antrim had written a letter to 
/him saying that he was strongly opposed 
to any further inquiry into this case. 


Out 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE: Will the 


hon, Member read my letter / 


Mr. DILLON: No. 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE: I said that, 
'as regards the Constable Anderson case, 
I thought three inquiries and a debate 
in this House were qu te suffic.ent with- 
‘out inflicting ano.her upon us. I said 
| that if the Under-Sce etary believed what 
‘the hon. Member hid stated, that he had 
not been adequate v defended, it was 
open to him to resign and defend himself. 
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Mr. DILLON said there was a most 
remarkab!e anxie-y amongst hon. Mem- 
bers opposite that the facts of this case 
should not be made public. [“‘ Oh, oh!”’} 
A more cruel, baseless, and abominable 
calumny was never uttered against a 
public servant or a clergyman than that 
brought against Sir Antony MacDonnell 
and the priest concerned in connection 
with the Constable Anderson case. The 
whole thing was a lying invention. and, 
although hon. Members from Ulster con- 
tinued to describe it as ‘the Anderson 
Crime and abomination.” the true facts 
were still withheld, and hon. Gentlemen 
opposite made no effort to have them 
elicited. He wished to remind th Chiet 
Secretary of what occurrel in the 
House of Lords. On July 12th Lord 
Cadogan made an application in the 
House of Lords that all the Pipers in 
connection with the Anderson ease should 
be laid on the Table. If thit had 
not been a proper thins to do Lord 
Cadogan would uot have done it. 
Lord Ashbourne said h> would inquire 
into the matter and s*e whether Papegs 
‘ould be laid. Lord Spencer, another 
x-Lord-Lieutenant, also urged that 
Papers should be produced, and when 
isked what Pavers, redlied — 

“T can only speak from experience in these 
natters. There was a time when matters of 
‘his sort entirely came before me when [ was 
Lord-Lieutenant. aad in my idea there must 
minutes relating to the Court of inquiry and 
iinutes which would show how the primary 
iad final decisions were arrived at.” 

Those were the minutes which should 
be produced. Not a single reason had 
been given for their non-production, and 
vet for months a great servant of the 
(‘rown had been allowed to be most 
shamefully assailed, and down to that 
hour Sir Antony Ma:Doinell had not 
ven honestly defended in the House. 
if he was to blame in this matter he was 
not fit to ho!d his position, but he ought 
i» have ordinary justice. The commonest 
‘riminal would not be allowed to be s> 
treated. Jf Sir Antony MacDonnell had 
sinned let him suffer, but if he hid not 
sinned, let his reputation be co:nplet=ly 
cleared. 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE: Does he say, 
or do vou, tha* he has not been properly 


defended 2? 
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Mr. DILLON: Isay so on my ow1 


responsibility. Thatis a cowarily ob- 
servation to make. ‘ 


THE DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN: Ordes, 
order! That is not an expression that 
should be used, 


Mr. DILLON: It was used to me tw 
or three times recently, but you did not 
call my assailant to order. 


Tak DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN: [ did 
not hear the expression used, or [ shou'd 
have called for its withdrawal. 


Mr. DILLON regeetied the Deputy- 
Churmin hid no: taken the same 
view the other day. In any case, 
he did not call the hon. Member a 
coward; he said the obser sation was 
cowardly. Although he withdrew the 
expression, he thought it was perfectly 
in order. All he would sav was that it 
was improper and mean for the hon, 
Member to get up and ask whether Sir 
Antony MacDonnell said he was not 
properly defended. Did not the hon. 
Member know enough of public life to 
be aware that Sir Antony MacDonnell’s 
lips were sealed in this matter, and he 
was asolutely defenceless. That in it- 
self was a reason why his s iperiors should 
treat him with greater generosity and 
loyalty. Even the Solicitor-General had 
hounded on the Orange gang against him, 
and denounced his own colleague and a 
subordinate of his own Government in a 
way never —— 


Tue SOLICITOR - GENERAL (Sir 
Epwarp Carson, Dublin University) 
said he had never denounced his own 
colleague. What he said was that 
his colleague hal disavowed a certain 
scheme, and that if a subordinate 
was connected with a scheme which his 
superior hal disavowed he was guilty of 
misconduct towards the Government. 


Mr. DILLON said the right hon. and 
learned Gentleman must be aware that 
from the surrounding circumstances of 
that speech he bad laid himself open to 
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the imputation of having used private 
information obtained as a member cf the 
Governuient. 


Sir EDWARD CARSON said he had no 
private information, It was alleged that 
an official at the Castle was connected with 
the bringing forward of this devolution 
scheme, and all he said was that, if so, it 
Was misconduct. 


Mr. DILLON: Before you made that 
statement did you ask Lord Dudley or 
the Irish Secretary as to what the cir- 
cumstances were ¢ 


Sir EDWARD CARSON: Certainly 
not. 


Mr. DILLON said he would pass from 
the Anderson case, as he thought he had 
said enough to convince any fair-minded 
man that Sir Antony MacDonnell had 
been treated in a very scurvy manner, 
The importance of the case lay in the 
fact that it was an illustration of the 
means and methods by which Govern- 
ment was carried on in Ireland. 


The next point he desired ‘o raise was 
the interferer ce by the Executive Govern- 
ment with the operations of the Estates 


Commissioners. In this connection he 
would make a direct charge of gross 


breach of faith against the Government. 
The Report of the Estates Commissioners 
stated— 

“All p:oceedings under this section have 
since been regulated by the Act of Parliament, 
provisional rules, and the instructions received 
from time to time from His Excellency the 
Lord-Lieutenant.” 

A most distinct pledge was given dur- 
ing the discussions on the Bill that all 
regulations issued by the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant should be communicated to the 
House. 


Mr. ATKINSON: Future regulations. 


Mr. DILLON said he was referring to 
the discussions during the passage of the 
Bill. It was generally understood that 
that expression included all communica- 

Mr. Dillon. 


{COMMUNS} 
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tious from the Executive Government 
having a binding or directing effect on 
the operations of the Commissioners. 
But what had been done? It was 
evident from the Report issued by the 
Commissioners that they had been con- 
trolled, and in some instances controlled 
against thelr opinion, by instructions 
issued by the Executive Government 
and though the Act had been in opera- 
tion for a year and a-half the country 
was still in ignorance of the nature oi 
these instructions. The Government 
had taken refuge in the extraordinary 
plea that these instructions were not 
regulations under Sub-section 8, but con 
fidential communications from one 
department to another. That was a 
subterfuge which would enable thei 
completely to evade their pledge and to 
give the public no information whatever 


about these instructions. It was the 
grossest breach of taith he had eve: 


known in the House of Commons. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I have stated 
quite distinctly what is my position 
in the matter. I can only dea 
with the future. I have stated quite 
explicitly that I am responsible or 
the regulations, which will be issued. 
The regulations which are now in draft 
and will be issued as soou as I am able 
to lay them on the Table, are all the 
regulations which will be issued to th 
Estates Commissioners, and I have stated 
that if it should be necessary to add t 
or alter them, so far as I am responsible 
those alterations or additions shall als 
be placed upon the Table. - 


Mr. DILLON said that if that wer 
why should there be all this con- 
cealment with regard to the instructions 
already given and in operation, Where 
was the difference? If the sub-section 
was admitced to apply to all regulations 
given in the future, had it not the same 
efficacy with regard to instructions 
given: in the past? Why-should there 
be all this mystery? The House was 
driven to the conclusion that there was 
something in those instructions ol which 
the Government was ashamed and which 
they did not dare publish to, the world. 
[Mr. Watrer Lona: No.] Then why 


SO, 























1495 


Civil Services & Revenue 


not publish them and so end the whole | 
controversy / Never had so absurd a) 
position been taken up by a Government. 
The Commissioners stated that, under 
the instructions to inspectors, provisional 
agreements between landlords and 
tenants were indicated as one of the 
means by which the price which the 
tenants would be willing to pay could 
be ascertained, but that subsequently 
they were regarded as conclusive evidence 
of the tenanrs’ willingness to buy at the 
price. Why were they taken as con- 
clusive evidence 4? Thousands of such 
agreements were signed under duress of 
threats to proceed for arrears of rent, 
and they were signed by tenants in the 
confident belief that when inquired into 
by the inspector they would be broken. 
The original instructions laid it down 
that such agreements were to be con- 
sidered Only as one element in determining 
what the tenants were willing to pay, 
but now under some compelling force 
they were to be taken as final evidence, 
and the mspectors were not allowed to 
inquire whether there had been duress 
exercised or not. 


Then there was the question of the 
reinstatement of evicted tenants, the 
provisions in regard to which had been 
wa dismat failure. The 
stated— 


Commissioners 


“(ons derable 
the 


direc thons 


correspondene+ passed with 
Treisury which resulted in the issue of 


” 


Who authorised the issue of those 
dire ction: 4 

Mr. ATKINSON: | know no more 
about them than the hon. Member 
himself. LL never heard of any such 
instructions. 

Mr. DILLON said the mystery 
deepened. Where in the name of Heaven 


did they come from ? Who had authority 
to issue them? Did the right hon. and 
learned Gentleman suggest that the 
Commissioners made a false statement 
in their Report ¢ 


Mr. ATKINSON: I have had matters 
attributed to me of which | know nothing» 
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whatever, and with which I am in no 
way concerned. I never saw the instruc- 
tions or gave any opinion upon them. 
I know nothing whatever about them. +} 


Mr. DILLON: said the Committee 
had been inform:-d that the Attorney- 


General always gave his legal advice to 
the Castle when asked to do so, and 
he assumed--— 


Mr. ATKINSON: You have no right 
to assume it, because it is not true. I 
said I gave advice when I was asked for 
it, but that does not justify the hon. 
Member in assuming that I was «sked for 
and gave advice in this matter, 


Mr. DILLON asked whether it would 
not be better t» publish the whole of the 
instructions and thus clear up the entire 
business. ‘There was evidentiy some ugly 
mystery, and the Attorney-General 
appeared to be particularly anxious to 
wash his hands of all responsibility. 
The instructions must have come from 
somebody. The Treasury had no right 
to issue directions. Whenee did they 
come ? Directions had been issued which 
had paralysed the operations of the Land 
Act in one of its most impo:tant depart- 
ments; nobody was responsible, and 
nobody knew whence they came, but 
they had done their work, with the result 
that the promises held out by the Mem- 
ber for Dover had been completely nulli- 
fied. No wonder the people were exasper 
ated and disappointed. 


Another respect in which the action 
of the Act had been paralysed was 


with regard to congestion. When the 
Act was introduced they were told 


that its primary object was to rescue 
the unhappy population of the West ot 
Treland from their hideous condition ; 
now by Some malign influence that por- 
tion of the Act had also been rendered a 
nullity, aud while the Duke of Leinster 
added £4,000 or £5,000 a year to his 
income, and other relations of Ministers 


| also got their twenty-five vears purchase 


at the expense of the Eugli-h taxpayer, 
these unhappy peasants of the West were 
left in the misery from which this, Act 
was specially passed to rescue them. 
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It was a disgrace and a scandal, and 
the Committee ought to use every 
means in its power to draw aside the 
curtain which cloaked the operations 
which had destroyed the efficacy of the 
Act as a remedial and assuaging measure, 


Then there were the alleged outrages in 
the West of Ireland, and the conspiracy 
for the manufacture of bogus outrages, 
a shameful conspiracy got up by Lord 
Ashtown and others, and shamelessly 
carried on in the House by a handful of 
Irishmen who ought to be ashamed of 
their conduct in seeking to blacken their 
country inthe eyes of the world. Being 
an opponent of dynamite, he was shocked 
when the London Press, including The 
Times, were rather inclined to justify the 
gentlemen who threw bombs in St. Peters- 
burg and Warsaw. He was not there 
to advocate the rule of Rus ia, but under 
that rule, whatever might be said of it, 
Warsaw had doubled in population and 
quadrupled in wealth, and both Finland 
and Poland had increased in wealth and 
population, while under English rule Ire- 
land had dwindled away in both those 
respects. Who, then, would condemn 
the peasants of Galway if they went out 
with bands of music and pulled down stone 
walls ? 


moment 
by 


for a 
isSued 


He would refer to 
a remarkable Return the 
Chief Secretary yesterday showing the 
number anil nature of the outrages 
and other offences of an indictable char- 
acter reported by the police in each 
county of Ireland from December Ist, 
1904, to April 19th, 1905. There were 
eight cases of murder in the whole of Ire- 
land, ef which two wer2 in Ulster; four of 
homicide and manslaughter, of which 
three were in Ulster; six of firing at 
the person, of which three were in Ulster. 
With regard to the offence of procuring 
or attempting to procure abortion, this 
heading was absolutely blank for the 
whole of Ireland. Could they show such 
a record in this respect in England ! 
Mr. Dillon. 
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This was the country which they were 
going to place under a Crimes Act 
because a stone wall had been pulled 
down. The same Return showed tha: 
there had been 115 cases of burglary and 
house-breaking in Ireland, sixty-one of 
which were in Ulster; seventy-four cases 
of robbery, and thirty-four of them in 
Ulster; coining and uttering base coin, 
Seven cases, and four of them in Ulster, 
In regard to disgraceful crimes, Ulster 
stood, he would not siy at the top of 
the list, but in a worse position than the 
whole ot the other three provinces com- 
bined. And it was the representatives 
of this province who had the audacity 
and insolence to come down to the Hous» 
and, night after night, ask questions 
about the throwing down of a stone wal! 
in Galway. If this kind of thing con- 
tinued they would search the English 
papers, and in the case of every atroc.ty 
that was committed they would ask the 
British Government what they were goiig 
to do, and they would make this House 
ashamed of England. 
allow the House of Commons to be used 


They would not 


as a place for advertising bogus outrages 
in Treland. 


The Chief Secretary, by the Answers 
he had given in that House, hid en- 
couraged this proceeding. Did anyone 
imagine that every member of the Irish 
Constabulary did not take his hint from 
the Chief Secretary, who was a more 
absolute ruler in Ireland than was the 
Tsar in Russia, who ruled Ireland with as 
great and unchecked a power as the Sult :1 
ruled Turkey, and, when he saw that 
Outrages were wanted, produced them / 
Those men had jor years gone rouid 
Ireland receiving rewards and promotion 
for their zeal, and it was very remarkabl » 
that wherever they were sent outrages 
cropped up, and it turned out that th-y 
had been committed by the police thein- 
selves, and innocent people were arrested 
for those crimes. Some of the cases had 
been found out, but how many were there 
which had never been found out? It 
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was his deliberate conviction that this 
kind of thing was still going on in Ireland. 
What had happened in the House that 
night 2? When the Orange crowd opposite 
had been brought to book, what was the 
catalogue of crimes they had to produce ? 
Simply a wall which had been knocked 
down in Galway, and that was their whole 
case. Was that an awful record against 
goaded to madness by the 


t 


a population 
broken pledges of the Government, who 
had promised that the grass lands would 
be bought up and divided amongs. them. 
He was astonished at the patience of the 
peasantry. For his part, he said that, 
unless the Government made up their 
minds to amend the Land Act where it 
required amendment and to withdraw the 
evil influences which were now mys- 
teriously exercised, it was impossible that 
human nature could be patient against 
the treatment io which the Irish people 
had been subjected. Agitation would 
arise, andit was little short of a crime for 
any man to go over from this country 
and siy that he had but one remedy— 
force. He bezged to renew the Amend- 


ment. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Item A be reduced by £100, in 
respect of the Salary of the Chief Secre- 
tary.’—(Mr. Dillon.) 


Mr. WALTER LONG said he had lis- 
tened to the criticisms made by the hon. 
and learned Member for Louth with some 
astonishment because he understood thet 
there was a desire on the part of hon. Mem- 
bers on both sides of the House that he 
should not intervene in the debate before 
dinner. He took the view that it was right 
for him to hear what could be said in criti- 
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man the Leader of the Nationalist Party 
had taken him severely to task because, 
as the hon. Gentleman said, he had begu 1 
his career as Chief Secretary by confessing 
his entire inability to deal with the 
responsibilities of the office and his tctal 
ignorance of Ireland and Irish diffi -ulties. 
The hon. 
accurately expressed tie opinions he 


Gentleman had not quite 


uttered. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: If 


your own words. 


quoted 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Yes; but the 
deduction the hon. Gentleman drew from 
He did not 


know that it was very blameworthy to 


them was not quite fair. 


be a little modest as to one’s per onal 
He did not say that he feared 


the responsibility or that he was not pre- 


ability. 


pared to do the work to the best of his 
ability. 
one of the most important offices in the 


All le did on coming new to 


Government of the country was, natur- 
ally, to express the misgivings he had. 
He did not say he did not know anything 
of Ireland her diihculties, and he 


thought it was not quite fair to t anslate 


or 


what he had said into a conf ssion of 
had 


sought to show that in that sp ech he 


incompetence. Hon. Gentlemen 


| had aiso tried to throw discredit on the 


' views of the Lo d-Lieutenant when he 





dealt with the statement that the policy 
of the Irish Government had been, in 
1902, to govern Ireland according to 
Trish ideas. He was not dealing in that 
speech with the declaration its-lf, or the 
question whether or not that ought to be 
His 


point was that there was no precedent 


the policy of the Irish Government. 


in the case of any Government, where 


at : ‘ ; 
cism from as many quarters as possible | there was a deliberate change of policy, 


before he rcse to reply. 


The hon. Gentle- | where a new departure was to be adopted, 
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the of that new 
departure b:ing made by anybody but 
He asked what 


that phrase mean‘, and he found nothing 


for announc: ment 


the responsible Mii ister. 


in Lord Dunraven’s pamphlet that gave 
him aly informat:on on the point. The 
debate had been mostly maintained from 
the otherfside of the Hous’; and vet he 
was no wiser than at the beginning as to 
meaning of the phrase, “ government 
according to Irish ideay.” 
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}raven and hon. Gentlemen opposite as 
not being prepared to govern Ireland 
according to Irish ideas, they had a right 
to demand a clear explanation of the 
What the hon, 
Waterford and his friends meant was 
perfectly They 
never altered their opinion, and the 


phrase. Member fo: 


well known. ha! 
had been absolutely consistent during 
the 


been in the House. 


twenty-five vears had 


They 


they 


had 


nevei 





Mr. DILLON: Why did the Cabinet | 
instruct Lord Dudley to use that phrase 
in Ireland ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: He never did 
anything oi the kind, so far as I know. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Inthe words 
which I quoted, Lord Dudley said that he 
spoke for the Government, and he said 
that he 


view. 


personally agreed with that 


Mr. WALTER LONG said that Lord 
Dudlev never mentioned the Cabinet. 
But even if Lord Dudley said that he 
spoke on behalf of the Government as a 
whole, it was still permissible to ask Lord 
Dudley or anyone else what the expres- 
sion meant. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: In 1902, Lord 
Dudley u-el the-e words— 
The 
it was also bis opinion, that the only way to 


govern Ireland properly was to govern it in 
> 


opinion of the Government was, and 


accordance with Irish ideas.’ 


Mr. WALTER LONG. said that the 
point was not whether Lord Dudley was 
authorised to speak on bebalf of the 
Government or not. Before the Goveri- 
ment were condemned by Lord Dua- 


Mr. Walter Long. 


=« wed 


altered their demand and the House 


If that was govern- 


ing Ireland according to Irish ideas, then 


knew what it was. 


he must say it was a policy to which the 
Party to which he belonged must bi 
unalterably opposed. Then it was asked. 
“Ts your policy a changed one? 1s 


He 
had never held that the so-called policy 


conciliation a thing of the past?” 


of conciliation was one that stood by 


i 
1 


antithesis 


The 


two policies must go han ii hand if the 


itsel!, and was the opposite an 
of a policy of strong government. 
prosperity of the country was to be 
Reference had been 
his use of the stupid phrase “‘ the chain”’ 


secured. made to 
which connected the Irish Government 
Membe-: 
appeared to think that it referred to the 


with Ireland, and the hon. 


chain that bound Ireland to the United 
Kingdom. It had 
his head to put any such construction 
He used it 


connection with the famous scheme 


never entered inte 
on 
in 
of 
he 
to 


the use of that phrase. 
devolution. He pointed out that 
thought devolution was not likely 
command much support, and in con- 
nection with Irish Government the chain 
he meant was the various branches of 
the Irish Government under the Ministe: 
responsible for that Government, and 
that the links in that chain require 
strengthening. It never occurred to him 
that the use of the word ‘‘ chain” could 
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be interpreted as implving anything un- 
pleasant or offensive to Ireland. Faulthad 
been found with him also because he had 
poured scorn on the devolution scheme. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I did not say 
4 word about the devolution scheme. 


Mr. DILLON: What we said was that 
you poured scorn on the observations 
of the Lord- Lieutenant that Ireland 
should be governed in future according 


to Irish ideas. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said he thought 
that the devolution 
tioned, but now he understood that it 


scheme was men- 


had not even a friend to-day and was 


regarded as decently interred. 


Mr. SWIFT 
about Wyndham ? 


MACNEILL: What 


Mr. WALTER LONG said the mover 
of the Motion had made two accusations 
against the Government. The first was in 
connection with the administration of the 
Land Act. 
the Irish Office he had devoted by far 
the largest share of his time to doing all 
secure that the Land Act 
should be successfully and rapidly worked. 
[NATIONALIST Cries of “Oh, oh!”] The 
hon. Member for East Mayo and others 


But since he had gone to 


he could to 


appeared to have some difficulty in 
believing that statement. 


Mr. DILLON: 


the right hon. Gentleman’s statement, 


I do not disbelieve 


but Iam afraid our ideas of what would 
be a successful working of the Act are 


very different. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said he sould 


have thought that no matter how much 
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| they might differ politically their interpre- 


tation of the meaning of the word “ suc- 
cess” did not need to be different. When 
he said “successfully” he meant that 
the Act of 1903 should be carried out to 
achieve for which it was 


the purpose 


pissed, namely, that as rapidly as 
possible the land should be transferred 
from the present owners to those who 
were now occupying it; that there should 
as far as possible be a restoration of the 
evicted tenants, and an alteration in the 
economic holdings wherever that was 
Hon. Members said that the 


operations of the Act had been delayed 


possible. 


by the action of the Executive Govern- 
ment, and that there had been a non- 
application of the regulations issued by 
his predecessor. He knew of no mystery 
in this matter; he had nothing to conceal, 
and there was no reason why these 
operations should not be made public. 
He had to the best of his ability en- 
deavoured to obtain all the information 


When 


came into operation and a 


he coull upon this question. 
the Act 
certain amount of control was given to 
the Executive Government there were, he 
was informed, innumerable communiea- 
tions between the Executive Government 
and the Estates Commissioners, but he 
found no record of them; they appeared 
He 
was dealing now with regulations control- 
the 


Commissioners. 


to have been of a verbal character 


ling operations of the Estates 
So far as he knew no 
regulations of that kind were ever issued 
by his predecessor. It might be that the 
right hon. Gentlenan was to blame for 
not issuing them; it mizht he that it 
would have been better to have issued 
But the Act was new, the 
Estates 


Commiss‘oners was laborious, and he 


them earlier. 


work thrown on him and the 


thought they should be forbearing in any 
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criticism passed on this branch of the 


question. 


Mr. DILLON asked what was meant 
in the Report of the Commissioners by the 
time to 

Were 


they to believe that there was no record 


reference to instructions from 


time from the Lord-Lieutenant. 


of these instructions ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG said so far as 


he knew the instructions were verbal, 


and, though given in the name of 
the Lord-Lieutenant, the Chief Secretary 
was the Minister responsible for them. 
The hon. Gentleman knew perfectly well 


that where the Chief Secretary was a 


member of the Cabinet he was. re- 
sponsible, although instructions were 


given in the name of the Lord-Lieutenant. 
It would be idle for him, and indeed it 
would appear to be an evasion, to throw 
upon the Lord-Lieutenant responsibility 
which properly belonged to his pre- 
decessor, the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Dover. When he first came 
jnto office and found no regulations had 
been issued, he at once proceeded to 
have regulations drawn up; and he had 
undertaken that they should be laid on 
the Table of the House, together with 
amendments 
To that 


adhered, and beyond that he did not 


any alterations or 


might be made in them. he 
think it was possible for any fair minded 


man to ask him to go. 


Severe attacks had been made by the 
hon. and learned Member for Waterford, 
the hon. Member for South Tyrone, and 
the hon. Membr for East Mayo in refer- 
ence to Section 5 and non-judicial tenants. 
Here, again, he was dealing with what had 
taken place before he took office as Chief 
Secretary; but, as he understood the 

Mr. Walter Long. 
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position, communications passed between 
the Commissioners and the Executive 
Government, and the latter, after taking 
legal advice, expressed their view on 
responsibility. | Obviously 


their own 


they were always entitled to fortify 
themselves by referring to their lega! 
advisers or any other member of the 


Executive, but it was altogether contrary 


‘to practice and precedent to call upon « 


Minister to say upon whose authority he 
had given his opinion. The Minister wa- 
himself responsible. It was his duty te 
obtain the best and most reliable informa- 
tion he could get. Was it convenient o1 
practicable to go behind the Minister and 
challenge him for the authority for the 
opinion he gave? In this particular case 
a view was expressed; but so far as he 
could ascertain there had always been a 
the part of the 


to 


steadfast refusal on 


Executive Government eXpress 2 
definite opinion as to the legal construc- 
tion of the section, on the ground that 
Parliament that 


questions should be decided by the 


had provided such 


Judicial Commissioner, whose decision 
determined any such question, and any 
opinion not in accordance with it was set 


aside, 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL asked why the 
Executive did not instruct the Estates 
Commissioners to refer that question to 
the Judicial Commissioner when first they 


/ came to the conclusion that the decision 


was not sound, 


Mr. WALTER LONG said the hon 


| Gentleman had overlooked one detail. 


Under the Act the Executive had no 
power to order the Estates Commissioners 
or even to advise them to refer the 


general question. It only enabled them 
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to advise reference when the question 


arose in a particular case, and it was 


when it arose in a particular case in this | 
instance that they advised reference to 
In fact, the | 


the Judicial Commissioner. 
Judicial had definitely 
declined to deal with these questions 


Commissioner 


when raised generally and in the abstract. 
Therefore the hon. Gentleman would see 
that there had been no improper action 
on the part of the Executive and no 
avoidable delay. In regard to these two 
charges which had been brought against 
the Exeeutive he hoped he had shown 
that they were not guilty. 

He a charge which 
the hon. and learned Member for Water- 


now came to 
ford made against him, and which he 
confessed he heard made with astonish- 
He had sat the House 


many vears, and he had often listened 


ment. im for 
with admiration to the hon. and learned 
(ientleman. He had watehed his public 
action as leader of a Party in the House, 
with a growing conviction of his ability 
The hon, Member 


not only charged him with the old 


and power to lead. 


charge, which they had heard so often 
made before, of manufacturing bogus 
crime, but treated it as a sudden act on 
his part. 
Then if this 
charge was not against him, where was 
If it 


made against him, and if he was merely 


a charge against you.] 


the change of policy ? was not 


continuing the acts of his immediate 


predecessors, what was all this bother 
about? But this really was an old 
charge. The charge of which he com- 
plained, and which he thought unworthy 
of the hon. and learned Gentleman, 
was that he adopted a policy which had 
for its ultimate object the introduction 


of coercion, and that he had taken this 
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| course in order to secure the turning out 
| of Dublin Castle of Sir Antony Mac- 
Donnell. That was a charge which no 


man ought to bring forward in the House 


of Commons against another unless 
he had abundant proof. It was 


| absolutely false and without foundation, 
He did take exception to a charge that 
he had lent 


cowardly 


himself to a policy so 
that 
learned 


and contemptible as 
the 


Gentleman—namely, that he, who had 


indicated by hon. and 


power to dismiss any permanent official 
under him to-morrow if he thought fit, 
chose the indirect way of slowly forging 
not because he 


a policy of coercion, 


thought it necessary tor the protec- 
tion of life and property or in the 
interest of Ireland and the United 


Kingdom, but in order to get rid of a 
permanent official whom he could not 
{f that 


charge was true, What became of all the 


get rid of in any other way. 


speeches they had listened to the other 
day from hon. Gentlemen opposite? One 
hon. Gentleman told them exultingly that 
he did not mind a change of Irish Seere- 
tary because he knew that as long as 
Sir Antony Maci)onnell was at the Castle 
there would be no change of policy, that, 
to use a common phrase, the Under- 
Secretary would be top dog. Hon. Gentle- 
that the 
could not part with Sir 


men opposite had said also 

Government 

Antony MacDonnell because there was a 
| correspondence which might be disclosed 
which would damage the Government, or 
that for some other reason they were 
afraid to part with him. Butifthat were 
true, what was the origin of the charge to- 
night ? Was there ever so clumsy a policy 
ascribed to man as had been ascribed 


to him? In the first place it was sug- 





gested that here was a man whom he 
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Lad got up the troublesome machinery 
of forging crime so as ultimately to 
adopt a policy of coercion in order to 
get rid of him. ‘The charge was one 
quite unworthy of the hon. and learned 
Gentleman, and one he ought not to 
have made unless he had the strongest 
He absolutely 
repudiated the charge, for which there 


proof in its support. 
was not a shadow of foundation. 
He rejoiced with the hon. and learned 


the 
greater part of Ireland showed material 


Centleman that the condition of 
improvement, which he hoped would be 
maintained. As to the parts of Galway, 
Mayo, and Roscommon which had been 
referred to, in those particular districts 
there had been trouble for many years ; 
twenty years ago it was probably the 
most disturbed part of Ireland, where 
crime was most prevalent. It was true 
that there was not now the overt crime 
there that there used to be, but there 
had been lately a very large amount, 
not®of overt crime, but of action which 
was not only deplorable, but which if 
allowed to continue must undermine the 
The hon. 


and learned Gentleman spoke of receiving 


whole foundations of society. 


threatening letters; many of them had 
recelved such letters; but there was no 
the 


threatening letters by Members of that 


comparison between receipt of 


House and by isolated tenant farmers 


in the West of Ireland, especially when 


in the latter case there were also 
resolutions published in the news- 
papers passed by representatives of 


local associations all tending in one 

direction, all pointing out how certain 

desires could be gratified if such and such 
Mr, Walter Long. 
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great majority of cases these meetings 
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measures were adopted. 


had little or no effect. While meetings 
had been from time to time, as he held, 
rightly prohibited, the great majority 
of meetings had been held without any 
interference. But to compare a meeting 
held in the neighbourhood of some small 
farmer occupying a grazing farm in the 
West 


Hyde Park demonstrations to denounce 


of Ireland, with one of our 
the millionaires of Park Lane, was not 
Was it likely that 


the same effect would be produced in 


a true compar.son. 


the case of the millionaires as in the 


case of the small farmers. 


He 


barked on a policy of coercion, 


was charged with having em- 
What 
evidence was there for the charge that the 
Government were seeking to adopt a 
policy of coercion? There was no 
foundation whatever for that charge. 
But he lay under that charge, if it 
meant that so long as he was 
responsible for the Government of Ire- 
land, he would do his best to protect the 
life and property of those who needed 
protection. It was not a charge against 
the people of Ireland to make that state- 
ment. On the contrary, it was an 
admission of the state of things which 
existed in a part of Ireland, and an 
assertion that the existence of that 
condition of things ought not to be per: 


mitted. He believed it would be found 


that in the last twenty-five years, while 


they had had to confront enormous diffi- 
cuties, and Ireland had had much to 


| suffer, she had made steady progress, and 


she was making progress now. 
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Mr. FLAVIN: It is towards America. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said that, at all 
events, it was the duty and privilege of 


the Government to do all they could to 


develop Ire'and’s internal resources 
and to strengthen her industries. They 
were bound also to do that which 


appeired to excite so mach contempt 


and scorn among hon. Gentlemen 
opposite, and that was to see that every 
man was free to work within the law 


The 
Government believed that that policy 


according to his will and desire. 


was essential to the happiness, not only 


of Ireland, but of the rest of the United | 
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Kingdom, and it was that policy that he 
should do his best to further. 


Mr. DILLON said on March 6th last 
the hon. Member for Waterford asked 


whether there were any instruct’ons 


contained in the correspondence, and 


the At.orney-General for Leland 
replied— 
“No regulations have been made; but in- 


structions and orders are contained in the cor- 
respondence, which is confidential and cannot 
be laid.” 
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Tuke, Sir John Batty 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt.Hn.Sir William H. 
Welby, SirCharles G.E.{ Notts. ) 
Wharton, Rt. Hon.John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H.(Ashcon und. Lyne 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 

Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE NogES—NSir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


Original Question again proposed, 


And, it being after Midn' ght, the Chair- | 


man left the Chair to make his Report | 


to the House. 


Committee report Progress; to sit 


again upon Monday next. 


CLOSING OF LICENSED PREMISES (ST. 


' Committee, 


STANDING 
Resolution reported from the Select 


ORDERS. 


“That, in the case of the Cana's Bill, 


‘the Standing Orders ought not to be 


| dispensed with.” 


PATRICK’S DAY) (IRELAND) BILL. 


Order for Second Reading read, and 


discharged. 


Pill withdrawn. 


Adjourned at 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


twelve minutes 


after Twelve o’elock. 
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The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates 
from the Examiners that the Standing 
Orders applicable to the following Bills 


have been complied with :—Electric 
Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 9) 


[u.L.]; Gas and Water Orders Confirma- 
tion (No. 2) [H.L.]. 


Also the Certificate that no further 
Standing Orders are applicable to the 
following Bill :—Local Government 
({reland) Provisional Order (No. 1). 


And also the Certificate that the 
further Standing Orders applicable to the 
following Bill have been complied with: 
—Highland Railway. 


The same were ordered to lie on the 


Ta I le, 


South Barracas (Buenos Ayres) Gas 
and Coke Company. Petition of the 
Company praying leave to introduce a 
Bill ‘For increasing the capital of the 
South Barracas (Buenos Ayres) Gas and 
Coke Company by the creation of paid- 
up shares, and providing for the issue 
thereof to the shareholders; and_ for 
other purposes,” together with a copy of 
the proposed Billannexed thereto; read, 
and referred to the Examiners. 


Corbett Estate Bill [H.u.]. Committed. 


ristol Corporation Bill. Report from 


the Select Committee, That the Com- 
= mittee had not 


proceeded with the 
consideration of the Bill, no parties 
having appeared in opposition thereto ; 
read, and ordered to lie on the Table. 
The orders made on May 18th, and 
Friday last discharged, and Bill com- 
mitted, 


Rotherham, Maltby, and Laughton 
Railway Bill. Read 2*, and committed. 
The Committee to be proposed by the 
Committee of Selection. 


VOL. CXLVI. 


[FourtH Serizs.] 
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University College, London (Transfer) 
Bill [H.1.]; Whitby Urban District 
Council Bill [H.L.}; Mansfield Corpora- 
tion Bill [H.u.]; Bangor (County Down) 
Water and Improvement Bill [#.1.]; 
Western Valleys (Monmouthshire) Water 
and Gas Bill [w.u.]. Read 3%, and 
passed, and sent to the Commons. 


Business. 


> 


Clay Cross Railway (Abandonment) 
Bill; Great Berkhampstead Gas Bill. 
Read 5*, and passed. 


Local Government (Ireland) Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 3) Bill; Local 
(fovernment Provisional Order (Gas) 


Bill; Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 6) Bill; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill; Local 
(jovernment Provisional Orders (No. &) 


Bill; Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 9) Bill. Brought from the 
Commons. 


London and North-Western Ratlway 
Bill; Rhondda Urban District Council 
Bill. Brought from the Commons; read 
l*; and referred to the Examiners. 


Mexborough and Swinton Tramways 
(Extension of Time) Bill [x.1.]. Returned 


from the Commons agreed to, with 
Amendments. The said Amendments 


considered, and agreed to, 


Bill. Returned from 
with the Amendments 


Wrexham Gas 
the Commons, 


agreed to. 


Croydon Corporation Bill. Reported 
from the Select Committee, with Amend- 
ments. 


Llandrindod Wells Urban District 
Council Bill [a.1.]. Reported from the 
Select Committee, with Amendments. 
Bill. 


Accrington Corporation Re. 


ported, with Amendments. 


Aberdare Urban District Council Bill. 
Reported, with Amendments. 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional 
Orders (No. 3) Bill (No. 89); Local 
Government Provisional Order (Gas) 
Bill (No. 90); Local Government Pro- 


visional Orders (No. 6) Bill (No. 91); 


3G 
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Local Government Provisional Orders LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1898. 

(No. 7) Bill (No. 92); Local Govern-. Orders made by the Light Railway 
ment Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill Commissioners :— 

No. 93); Local Government Provisional : 

( ): I. Modified and confirmed by the 


Orders (No. 9) Bill (No. 94). Read 1°; es vey 
to be printed; and referred to the 3oard of Trade, authorising the construc- 
tion of light railways in :— 


Examiners. 
oe : (Portsmouth and Hayling Light Rail. 
Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders way Order, 1905). The borough of | 
(No. 1) Bill [H.1.]. House in Committee Portsmouth. and in the rural dis- | 
(according to order), Amendments trict of Havant, in the county of 
made. Standing Committee negatived. Sout hampton, including a conveyor | 
The Report of Amendments to be bridge over the LangstoneChannel. | 


received on Monday next. Soa ell 
‘ampbeltown and Macrihanish Light 


Railway Order, 1905.) The county 
of Argyll, irom Campbeltown to 
Macrihanish. 


_— 
~~ 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 
(No, 2) Bill [#..]. House in Committee 
(according to order). An Amendment 


made. Standing Committee negatived. (Guildford Light Railways Order, 
— of ne to be received 1905.) The parish of Stoke-next- 
nn (tuildford, in the rural district of 
fl, F Guildford and in the borough of 

Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Guildford, in the county of Surrey. 


Bill [u.L.]; Tramways Orders Confirma- 
tion (No. 2) Bill [#.u.]; Gas Orders — If, Confirmed by the Board of Trade, 
Confirmation Bill [u.t.]. Read 2" (accord- amending :— 





ing to order). : ; eet eee ae : 
= er) (Welshpool and Llanfair Light Rail- 
f sack way (Further Rorrowing Powers) 
Education Board Provisional Order Order, 1905.) The Welshpool avd 
Confirmation (London No. 2) Bill [i.L.]. Llanfair Light Railway (Amend- 
Read 3° (according to order), and passed, ment) Order, 1901; and for other 
and sent to the Commons. purposes 


(Basingstoke and Alton Light Rail- : 
way (Speed Amendment) Order, 


-ETITIONS. Ls. Bes 
I 1905.) The Basingstoke and Alton 
or Light Railway Order, 1897, as to 
LICENSED HOUSES. speed. 


Petition for early closing of; of Toot- 
ing Graveney Branch of Women’s Total MINES AND QUARRIES (GENERAL RE- 


Abstinence Union; read, and ordered to PORT ANDSTATISTICS FOR 1904: PART 
lie on the Table I. DISTRICT STATISTICS). 





Statistics of the persons employed, 
output, and accidents at mines and | 
quarries in the United Kingdom, arranged 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. ; ae | 
according to the inspection districts, 
TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). Presented (by Command), and ordered 
No. 3381. France (Bordeaux) ; to lie on the Table. i 


No. 3382. Turkey (Bussorah). 
PATENTS, DESIGNS, AND TRADE : 
IRELAND DEVELOPMENT GRANT ACT, ‘eonnanea 
1903. | Twenty-second Report of the Comp- | 
Report of the Lord-Lieutenant of all | troller-General of patents, designs, and 
his proceedings under the Act, for the | trade marks, with appendices, for the 
financial year ended 31st March, 1905. _ year 1905, 
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ALKALI, ETC., WORKS REGULATION 


Timber 


ACTS, 1881 AND 1892. 
Forty-first annual Report on alkali,ete., 
works by the chief inspector. Proceed 
ings during the year 1904. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


PUBLIC HEALTH ACTS (AMENDMENT) 
BILL [(H.1.]. 

The following Lords were named of the 
Select Committee :— 
L. Zouche. 
L. Digby. 
L. 
t 
i 


L. Hylton. 
L. Burghelere. 
1. Kenyon. L. Allerton, 
1. Stanley of Alder- 

ley 


The Comm ttee to appoint their own 
Pi 
Chairman. 


TIMBER DECK-LOADS. 


Lorp MUSKERRY rose “ To call the 
attention of His Majesty’s Government 
to the carriige of timber deck-loads 
across the Atlantic in winter-time, and 
to refer to the steamers * Majestic’ of 
Hull, and ‘Selma’ of West Hartlepool, 
which have lately carried such deck-loads 
to the Continent, and, in consequence, 
have figured in the casualty list; to ask 
whether these casualties will be dealt 
with at a formal investigation, and 
whether the Board of Trade will furnish 
information showing the number of 
similar casualties during the past winter 
season; also whether His Majesty’s 
(rovernment have communicated with 
the Governments of other maritime 
Powers on the dangers of timber deck- 
loads, and, if so, what replies, if any, 
have been received.” He said : My Lords, | 
| trust you will pardon my once more 
bringing torward the subject referred to 
in my notice. I feel, however, that when 
human life is at stake, and when.—I say 
it without hesitation—the lives of ou 
seamen are being subordinated to sordid 
gain and thrown away, it is incumbent 
upon me to seek your Lordships’ 
sympathy and assistance in requiring the 
Government to stop, once and for all, 
these outrageous risks to which our sea- 
men are subjected. 
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On the last occasion when I introduced 
a Bill for this purpose I adduced evidence 
of a most positive character—the evidence 
of the Board of Trade’s own tribunals— 
that great loss of 1 fe has oceurred which, 
unteniably, was due to winter deck- 
loals. Even the law as it stands recog- 
nises the danger of such cargoes, for ships 
are forbidden to carry them to the 
United Kingdom in the winter seisen. 
Sut certain shipowners diive the pro- 
verbial coach and four threugh the law 
aud send their ships to Continental ports 
to discharge their deck cargo, after which 


| they come to this country to discharge 


the under-deck cargo. As I have agaia 
introdueed a Bill to your Lordships 
which I consider will surmount those 
difficulties of combating the situation 
which appear to so much frighten the 
Board of Trade I do not propose to go 
over the whole ground of evidence. 


To touch upon the two steamers men- 
tioned in my notice, I have observed 
that the ‘* Majestic,” of Hull, arrived at 
Hamburg in the e:rly part of April last, 
having lost her deck-load, her mainmast, 
and her rigging, and with her bulwarks, 
rail, and winches damaged. Your Lord- 
ships will see how narrowly a great 
disaster was averted, and you wil! fully 
appreciate the effect of great baulks of 
t:mber becoming freed from their lashings 
through bad weather and taking com- 
plete charge of the deck. Iam assured 
by many merchant captains that bodily 
injuries to seamen caused in this way are 
frequent. ‘The ss. “Selma” arrived, [ 
noticed, at Bremen, having lost her deck 


cargo. This is the only detail I am in pos- 


session of. The loss of the deck cargo is, 
in itself, of no moment to me. The point 
I should like to emphasise is that the 
process of “losing” a deck cargo is an 
extremely dangerous one for the ship 
and for her crew. These casualties are 
reported on the Continent and would 
almost entirely escape notice if not 
brought forward in this way. 


I contend that. as I have received a good 
deal of support in this House whep 
raising the question of these unjustifiable 
risks to life, it is a duty imperative on 
the part of the Board of Trade to them- 
selves show that they are moving in the 
matter. Under pressure from the nobl> 


Marquess, Lord Ripon, it was said that 
3G 2 


2 rg 








1519 Timber 


the Government would take into their 
consideration the advisability of com- 
municating with other Maritime Powers 
with a view to securing mutual co-opera- 
tion in the matter. Now, whilst I would 
welcome this mutual arrangement were 
ic found possible, and whilst 1 would be 


the last to advocate an unjustifiable | 


increase in the already far too many 
disabilities on British shipowners, I can 
only characteris» it as an absurd, and 
furthermore, an inhuman argument which 
urges that because a foreign shipowner 
may gamble wih the lives 
employees it is only right that Pritish 
shipowners should be allowed to do the 
same. ‘This procrastination goes on, and, 
meanwhile, many of our seamen are. as 


a result, finding watery graves, and the | 


agony of their last moments is accentuated 
by the thoughts of the heart-rending 


sorrow and distress of their wives and | 


children and of the fac* that it ig we who 
turn a deaf ear to their entreaties for 
protection against these dangers. 

Last year [ appealed to vour Lordships 
to pass my Bill and pointed out that the 
winter season was at hand. Apart from 
accidents such as I have now mentioned 
there are three steamers which carried, 
0°, rather, attempted to carry, deck-loads 
acro-s the Atlantic during the past 


winter of which all hope has been given | 


up. Dead men tell no tales, and, when 
the inquiry comes on, those who are 


really responsible have the whole field | 


of shelter open to them and they do not 
fail to take the utmost advantage of it. 
The Board of Trade have ordered 
inquiries into the losses of two of the 
steamers I have just mentioned, and 
therefore any comments on details must 
be reserved. I may inform your Lordships, 


however, that I have received a most | 
pitiful letter from the father of one of the. 


* Nutfield.”’ | 


crowned men of the ss. 
He is bereft of his son, upon whom in his 
eld age he was greatly dependent, and, 
needless to say, he is distracted over his 
loss But he is only one of many who 
mourn for their relatives and friends 
whose lives have been sacrificed by the 
carriage of timber deck-loads in the 
winter time. Whilst regretting my 


inroads on your Lordships’ time and | 


consideration I trust to hear from the 
noble Duke, who on this occasion 


represents the Board of Trade, something 
Lord Muskerry. 
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| more than the commonplaces which have 
| been used on previous oc-asions to defeat 
|an object the simple purpose of which 
lis humanity to mankind. T[ also trust 
| that some assurance will be afforded the 
| House that His Majesty’s Government 
are thoroughly alive to the serious 
responsibilities resting upon them in this 
matter, and intend to deal with it with 
resolution and dispatch, and make the 
Marine Department of the Board of 
'‘lrade do its duty. I beg to ask the 
Questions standing in my name. 


of his | 


| *Lorp AVEBURY: My Lords, the 
/noble Lord did me the honour, when he 
introduced his Merchant Shipping Bill, 
of asking me to look into this question. 
I have made inquiries, and certainly the 
position is not satisfactory. The facts 
are, I believe, substantially as stated by 
the noble Lord. There is always some 
| doubt whether the loss of any particular 
| vessel is due to her carrying deck-cargo 
| or not, because in many cases all we have 
|1s the sad and simple statement that such 
and such a vessel sailed and has not 
/since been heard of. There is no doubt 
whatever in the minds of those who are 
best able to judge that in some, at least, 
of these catastrophes the loss is due to 
| deck-cargoes. But Lam not so sanguine 
as my noble friend in thinking that it is 
in the power of His Majesty’s Govern- 
/ment to put a stop to this unfortunate 
state of things. I am afraid that our 
legislation, as regards shipping, has gone 
as far as is wis2, and the only effect of 
further legislation in this direction would 
be that these particular cargoes would be 
carried in foreign vessels, and lives would 
be lost all the same. 


I venture to hope that His Majesty’s 
Government will put themselves in com- 
munication with other countries, and in- 

duce them to adopt legislation similar to 
‘our own. The French, Germans, and 
/Seandinavians do not wish their sailor 
to run these risks any more than we do, 
and I cannot help thinking that if His 
Majesty’s Government would make strong 
representations to the other Maritime 
Powers, it might be possible to come to 
some arrangement on this subject. Their 
interests are really the same as our own, 
and a common agreement would save the 
llives of their sailors as well as ours. 


| 
| 
| 
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There are other cognate questions—that 
of the load-line, for instance—on which 
it is very desirable that the maritime 
nations should act together. I believe 
that until lately we insisted on the load- 
line of foreign vessels coming into our 
ports being the same as our load-line, 
but in the case of German vessels we 
now accept a load-line adopted by 
Germany which does not give so much 
safety as our own. ‘There are, moreover, 
other questions on which it is very 
desirable that the Maritime Powers shoul! 
act together, and I hop» His Mayesty’s 
Government will place themselves in 
communication with those Powers, and 
endeavour to arrive at some common 
action on these important questions. 


THe UNDER-SECRETARY or STATE 
ror THE COLONTES (The Duke of 
MarLBoroucH): My Lords, inthe ab ence 
of the noble Marquess the President of the 
Board of Trade, I have been asked to 
reply to the noble Lord on behalf of that 


Department. I gathered from the 
remarks which fell from the noble 
Lord that he had no complaint 


to make concerning the rules and regu- 
lations which govern the entrance 
into our ports of ships which occasionally 
have too much deck-cargo. As the noble 
Lord is no doubt well aware, regular 
penalties are embcdied in the Merchant 
Shipping Act of 1894, and the owner of a 
vessel who plices too much deck-cargo on 
au ship entering English ports can be fined 
under that Act. 

It is perfectly true, as the noble Lord 
stated, that English vessels plying be- 
tween foreign ports carry In many cases 
too much deck-cargo, and there is nothing 
to prevent their doing so. There is, I 
believe, a law in existence, but the 
machinery for carrying it into effect is 
inadequate, Indeed, it is impossible to 
apply it. The noble Lord pointed out 
the risks that were in consequence in- 
curred by the crews of those ships. and 
expressed the hope that in my reply I 
should not give expression to those 
commonplaces which have been used 


on previous occasions in these discussions. 
Tam afraid that I shall probably incur the 
displeasure of the noble Lord, because I 
do not think I can throw any fresh light 
such as he would wish upon this particular 
point. 


Though there are casualties in 
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respect of English ships plying between 
one foreign port and another, the noble 
Lord will see that each year the number 
has been diminishing, especially during 
the last five years. There are, however, 
as the noble Lord opposite (Lord Avebury) 
readily admitted, great difficulties in 
enforcing the suggestions which have 
beei made. So far as 1 am aware the 
Board of Trade have no technical officers 
in any of the Contineatal ports, and thus 
there are no means of making an ex- 
amination of English ships going fro. 
one loreign port to another. 
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Lorp MUSKERRY : There are the Cou- 


sular officers. 


THe Duxe or MARLBOROUGH: In 
order to fulfil their duty in a proper 
manner thes: officers need a certain 
amount of technical knowledge, and I 
shou'd have thought that it wou'd not be 
wise to place the responsibility of a 
technical eximination on the shoulders of 
our Consular officers. I doubt very much 
whether you would in that way achieve 
the object desired. There is another point. 
It would be impossible to exercise super- 
vision over foreign ships entering foreign 
ports in the same way as the Government 
are being asked by the noble Lord to 
supervise English sips entering foreign 


po ts. Consequently, even if we were 
able to put in foree what the noble 
Lord desires, we should be placing 


restrictions on British ships which 
would not apply to foreign ships. I 


know that the noble Lord holds that 
that line of arguinent is an inhuman 
one, but I cannot help thinking 
that care must be taken not to 
place restrictions on our ships which 


would not apply to the ships of foreign 
nations, especially in view of the keen 
trading competition between ourselves 
and foreign c>untries. 


In the two cases cited by the noble 
Lord—those of the “ Majestic” and the 
“Selma”—I understand _ preliminary 
inquiries were held as to the casualties 
that befel these vessels. It was clearly 
established that there was no loss of life, 
that they conpletel their voyage, and 
that the casualties were entirely die to 
the rough westher they experienced. 
I am further informed that formal 
investigations are seldom held, unless it 








1523 Timber 
is clearly established that there has been 

either loss of the ship or of life, or injury 

t»someone on board. This has not ben | 
so in the case of either of these two | 
vessels, and [ think the novle Lord will | 
admit that there was no need to hold | 
{ rmal inquiries in their cases. 


Lorp MUSKERRY: I. do not! 
admit it. | 


THE DUKE MARLBOROUGH : 
The noble Lord finds himself in dis- 
: greement with me, but, after all, when | 
it is clearly established that the vess-ls | 
arrived at the port of destination, that | 
there was no loss of life. and that the | 
casualty was entirely due to rouch | 
weather, I really do not see the necessity | 
of put.ing the great machinery of a 
egular formal inves igation in force. 
The whole matter has been already 
cleared up at the formal investigation. | 
The noble Lord is anxious to have in- 
formation showing the number. of 
casualties during the past winter season. 
T am happy to inform him that it is 
shown in the Board of Trade Return 
that this year there has been but one 
case of death, due io the man having) 
heen washed overboard in a storm, and 
in no way due to the manner in which | 
the ship was loaded with deck cargo. 


OF 


The noble Lord inquired whether His 
Majesty’s Government hadcommunicated 
with the Governments of other Maritime | 
Powers on the dangers of timber deck- 
loads. I understand that His Majesty’s | 
Government are in communication with 
foreign countries to see whether a 
definite understanding can be arrived at 
for drawing up restrictions and prohibi- 
tons against shipowners who overload the 
decks of their ships. At present no replies 
have been received. Foreign Powers are 
considering the proposals of the Govern- 
ment, and until the Foreign Office 
receive replies no statement on the 
subiect can be made to vour Lordships. 
I do not think I can give the noble Earl 
any further information on the points he 
has raised, but I can assure him that | 
the Board of Trade have not lost sight | 
of these matters and that thev are fully | 
alive to the dangers he has pointed out. | 


*Eart SPENCER: My Lords, I have | 
on former occasions addressed vour | 
Lordships on this matter, which has | 


The Duke of Marlborough. 
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been so constantly brought forward by 
Lord Muskerry. I had the honour of 
being Chairman of the Committee which 
investigated most of these cases not 
long ago. We took a serious view of 
this matter, and thought the Board 


‘of Trade ought certainly to adopt some 
| more active measures than they have 


done in investigating cases like this, 
and, if necessary, prosecuting. It is for 
that reason that I regret that Lord 
Wolverton, who was a member of the 
Committee, is not present to take part 
in the discussinn. Ona previous occa- 
sion Lord Wolverton, speaking on be- 
half of the Board of Trade, promised an 
inquiry into certain cases which were 
brought before your Loidships by the 
noble Lord who has raised this discussion 
to-day. I should like to know whether 
that inquiry has been held, whether a 
Report has been received, and, if so, 
whether it will be laid on the Table of 
the House. The question of getting 
foreign Governments to act in the same 
way as we do in this matter is, I know, 
a difficult one; but I cannot help 
thinking that it would be just as much 
in their interest to protect their people 
as it is in our interest to protect our 
own people, though they may not have 
the same immense concern in merchant 
shipping that we have. It would be a 
great thing if the noble Marquess the 
Leader of the House could persuade 
foreign Governments to mike rules and 
regulations similar to our own in regard 
to this matter of deck-loading. 


THe Duke or MARLBOROUGH: In 
reply to the Question put to me by the 
noble Earl. I have to say that an Inquiry 
has been ordered into the cases of the 
‘ Freshfield’? and the ‘ Nutfield,” but, 
so far as { am aware, the result of the in- 
quiry has not yet been published. 


EarL SPENCER: 
ago, 

Lorp MUSKERRY: Will the noble 
Duke say whether the inquiry has even 
taken place ? 


It is a long while 


{No Answer was returned. | 


House adjcurned at five minutes 
past Five o'clock, to Monday 
next, a quarter before Eleven 
o'clock. 
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The House met at Twelve of the Clock. 
MR. SPEAKER’S ABSENCE. 


The House being met, the Clerk at the 


Table informed the House of the un- | 
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'ments made; Bill to be read the third 
| time. 

| Local Government (Ireland) Provi- 
sional Orders (No. 3) Bill; Local Govern- 
ment Provisional Order (Gas) Bill; Local 
| Government Provisional Orders (No. 6) 
| Bill; Local Government Provisional 
| Orders (No. 7) Bill; Local Government 
| Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill; Local 
| Government Provisional Orders (No. 9) 
Bill. Read the third time, and passed. 


avoidable absence of Mr. SPEAKER, OWing | 


to continued indisposition. 


Whereupon Mr. James WILLIAM 
LowTrHER, the Chairman of Ways ard 
Means, proceeded to the Table, and, after 
Prayers, took the Chair as Deputy- 
Speaker, pursuant to the Standing Order. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS, 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (NO 

STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE). 

Mr. Depury-Speaker laid upon the 
lable Report from one of the Examiners 
if Petitions for Private Bills, That, in 
the case of the following Bills, referred 
on the First Reading thereof, no Stand- 
ing Orders are applicable, viz. :—Local 
(rovernment Provisional Order (Poor 
Law) (No. 2) Bill: Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No, 13) Bill. 


Ordered, ,That the Bills} be read a 
~econd time upon Monday next. 


Great Eastern Railway Bill; *Lough- 
borough Corporation Bill; Norwich Union 
Life Insurance Society Bill. 
\mendments considered, and agreed to. 


Clvde Navigation Bill {{Lerds]. Read | 


the third time, and passed, with Amend- 
ments. 


Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Rail- 
way Bill; Liverpool Corporation Bill. 
Read the third time, and passed. 


Skegness Water Bill. 
considered; a clause 


As amended, 
added; Amend- 


Lords | 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 7) Bill. As amended, considered ; 
to be read the third time upon Monday 
next, 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 12) Bill. Read a second time, and 
committed. 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP E). 

Sir Henry AUBREY-FLETCHER re- 
ported from the Committee on Group E 
of Private Bills; That the parties oppos- 
ing the Metropolitan Pneumatic Despatch 
Bill had stated that the evidence of Mr. 
Robert Bruce, Vice Controller of the 
London Postal Service, was essential to 
their case; and, it having been proved 
that his attendance could not be procured 
without the intervention of the House, 
he had been instructed to move that the 
said Mr. Robert Bruce do attend the said 
Committee on Monday next, at Twelve 
of the clock. 


Ordered, That Mr. Robert Bruce do 
attend the Committee on Group E of 
Private Bills on Monday next, at Twelve 
of the clock. 


Rathmines and Rathgar Extension 
and Improvement Bill. Reported, with 
Amendments, from the Police and 


Sanitary Committee. Report to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. 


RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP 4). 

Mr. de Tarron EcERTON reported from 
the Committee on Group 4 of Railway 
Bills; That a communication had been 
received from Mr. Arkwright, one of the 
members of the said Committee, that he 
was unable, on account of domestic 
anxiety, to attend the Committee this 
day. Report to lie upon the Table. 


’ 
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MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they have agreed to—Alexander 
Scott’s Hospital Order Confirmation Bill ; 
Grangemouth Waterworks and Burgh 
Extension Order Confirmation Bill; 
Arbroath Corporation Water Order Con- 
firmation Bill, without Amendment. 


Seaham Gas Bill; Ilfracombe Harbour 
and Improvement Bill, with Amend- 
ments. 


Amendments to—Tralee Urban District 
Council Bill [Lords]; Tyneside Tramways 
and Tramroads Bill [Lords], without 
Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
* An Act to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders made by the Board of Education 
under the Education Acts, 1870 to 1903, 
to enable the Councils of the County 
Boroughs of Liverpool and Manchester, 
the County of Surrey, and the Urban 
District of Willesden, to put in force the 
Lands Clauses Acts.” [Education Board 
Provisional Orders Contirmation (Liver- 


pool, ete.) Bill [Lords.] 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to 
empower the Corporation of Nottingham 
to construct additional tramways; to 
make certain street improvements and 
waterworks; and fcr other purposes,” 
[Nottingham Corporation Bill [Lords. ] 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act for 
transferring University College, London, 
to the University of London, and for 
other matters connected therewith ; and 
for amending the University of London 
Act, 1898.” [University College, London 
(Transfer) Bill [Lords.] 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to 
enable the Urban District Council for 
the Urban District of Whitby, in the 
North Riding of the county of York, to 
acquire the undertaking of the Whitby 
Harbour Trustees and the market rights 
within the district as well as certain 


lands; to make further provisions for the 
improvement and good government of 
the district; and tor other purposes.” 
[Whitby Urban 
[Lords. ] 


nstriet Council Bill 
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Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to 
confer further powers upon the Mayor, 
Aldermen, and Burgesses of the borough 
of Mansfield with respect to their water 
undertaking; to make further and bettei 
provision in regard to the health, loca! 
government, and improvement of the 
borough; and for other purposes.” 


[Mansfield Corporation Bill [Lords.] 


Petitions. 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “ An Act te 
confer powers on the Urban District 
Council of Bangor, in the county of Down. 
for the construction of new waterworks ; 
for the extension of their gas under- 
taking; for the regulation and contro} 
of the seashore and adjoining lands ; and 
for the improvement and local govern- 
ment of their district; and for other 
purposes.” [Bangor (County Down) 
Water and Improvement Bill [Lords.] 


And, also, a Bill, intituled, ‘An Act 
to rearrange the capital and amend the 
borrowing powers of the Western Valleys 
(Monmouthshire) Water and Gas Com- 
pany ; and for other purposes,” [Western 
Valleys (Monmouthshire) Water and Gas 


Bill [Lords.] 


Nottingham Corporation Bili [Lords] ; 
University College, London (Transfer) 
Bill [Lords]; Whitby Urban District 
Council Bill [Lords]; Mansfield Corpora- 
tion Bill [Lords]; Bangor (County Down) 
Water and Improvement Bill [Lords]; 
Western Vallevs (Monmouthshire) Water 
and Gas Bill [Lords]. Read the first 
time; and referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, 


Education Board Provisional Orders 
Confirmation (Liverpool, etc.) — Bill 
[Lords]. Read the first time; referred 


to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 229.] 


PETITIONS. 
ACCESS TO MOUNTAINS (SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 
Petition from Haddington, 
to lie upon the Table. 


against ; 


DOGS BILL. 


Petition from Haddington, 
to lie upon the Table. 


against ; 
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Returns, 
EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petition from Haddington, for altera- 
tion; to lie upon the Table. 


LANDS VALUATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Haddington, against ; 

to lie upon the Table. 

PREMISES (HOURS 
CLOSING). 
Petition from St. Frideswide’s, for 

alteration of law; to lie upon the Table. 


LICENSED OF 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) ACT 
(1894) AMENDMENT BILL. 
Petition from Haddington, in favour; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 


(SUNDAY) BILL. 


{26 May 1905} 
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Reports, ete. 

MINES AND QUARRIES. 

Copy presented, of General Report and 
Statistics for the year 1904, Part I. 
| (District Statistics) Statisties of the 
| Persons employed, Output, and Accidents 
/at Mines and Quarries in the United 
| Kingdom, arranged according to 4the 
Inspection districts [by Command]; te 
lie upon the Table. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 


| Copy presented, of Order made by the 

| Light Railway Commissioners, and con- 

| firmed by the Board of Trade, amending 
the Basingstoke and Alton Light Railway 
Ord:-r, 1897, as to speed (Basingstoke 
and Alton Light Railway (Speed Amend- 
ment) Order, 1905) [by Command]; _ to 
lie upon the Table. 


1896. 


Petitions in favour; from Lewisham ; | 


aud Weston-super-Mare ; to lie upon the | 


Table. 


STREET BETTING BILL. 


Petitions in favour; from the City of 


London; Haddington; and Kentish 
‘Town; to lie upon the Table. 
TEINDS AND FIARS PRICES 


(SCOTLAND), 


Petition from Haddington, for alteration 
of law; to lie upon the Table. 


UNEMPLOYED WORKMEN BILL. 

Petition from the West Riding of 
Yorkshire, for alteration; to lie upon the 
Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


ALKALI, ETC., WORKS REGULATION 
ACTS, 1881 AND 1892. 

Copy presented, ol Forty -first Annual 
Report on Alkali, ete., Werks, by the Chief 
Inspeetor, being for 1904 [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed, [No. 
173.] 


IRELAND DEVELOPMENT ACT, 1903. 

Copy presented, of Report of the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland of ali his  pro- 
ceedings under the Act, for the vear 
ended 31st March, 1905 [by Command]; 
to lie upon the Table. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 


Copy presented, of Order made by 
the Light Railway Commissioners, and 
modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, author sing the construction of a 
Light Railway in the borough of Ports- 
| mouth and in the rutal district of 
Havant, in the county of Southampton, 
including a conveyor Bridge over the 
Langstone Channel (Portsmouth and 
Hayling Light Railway Order, 1905) [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 


Copy presented, of Order made by 
the Light Railway Commissioners, and 
modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, avthorising the construction of 
Light Railways in the parish of Stoke- 
next-Guilcford. in the rural district! of 
Guildtord and in the borough of Guild- 
ford, inthe county of Surrey (Guildford 
Light Railways Order, 1905) [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, {896. 


Copy presented, of Order made by 
the Light Railway Commissioners, and 
modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the Construction of a 
Light Railway in the county of Argyllfrom 
Campbeltown to Machrihanish (Campvel- 
town and Machrihanish Light Railway 
Order, 1905) [by Command]; to lie upon 
| the Table. 
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LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 


Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Light Railway Commissioners, and con- 
firmed by the Board of Trade, amending 
the Welshpool and Llanfair Light Rail- 
way (Amendment) Order, 1901, and for 
other purposes (Welshpool and Llanfair 
Light Railway (Further Borrowing 
Powers) Order, 1905) [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


SUGAR (COST) (GREAT BRITAIN AND 
FOREIGN COUNTRIES). 
Return thereto 


presented, relative 


fordered March 9th; Mr.Gibson Bowles]; | 


to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No 174.} 
PATENTS, DESIGNS, AND TRADE 
MARKS. 
Copy _ presented, 
teport of the Comptroller-Genera: of 


Patents, Designs, and Trzde Marks, with | 


Appendices, fcr the year 1904 [by Act]; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 175.] 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


Copies presented, of Diplomatic and | 


Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
3381 and 5582 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES, 


Promotion of Assistant Clerks 
(Abstractor Class. ) 

Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, 
(rreen): ;To ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, in view the 
contained in the recent reply from the 
Treasury to the petition from the 
assistant clerks (new class) that, under 
Clause 15 of the Order 
29th November, 1898, the responsibility 
for recommending to their Lordships 
assistant clerks of the abstractor class 
for exceptional promotion to the second 
division rests with the heads of depart- 
ments, and the number of such 
commendations must necessarily depend 
onthe opinion formed by heads of 
departments as to the qualifications of 
axsistant clerks serving under them, 
whether he is aware that certain 


of 
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of Twenty-second 


College | 


statement | 


re- | 
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| assistant clerks serving in the National 
| Education Office, Dublin, were recom- 
/mended for promotion to the second 
division more than a year ago; and 
' whether, in view of the anxiety of these 
| officials as to the recommendations made 
| on their behalf, and the fact that some 
‘of them have been studying in pre- 
| paration for the qualifying examination, 
he will take steps to have the matter 
looked into at an early date. 


(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) | 


cannot trace any letter to the Treasury 


in which the Irish Government have 
'recommended the promotion of ab- 
istractors in the National Education 


| Office. 


Sick Leave in the Post Office—Case of 
Mr. Bullamore. 

Str WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston): To ask the Postmaster- 
General whether he is aware that a 
telegraphist named Bullamore has sub- 
mitted certificates from various medical 
men stating that he was suffering from 
nervous disorder and needed complete 
rest; that these certificatcs have been 
set aside by the Medical Department oi 
the Post Office; that Bullamore has had 
/a sum exceeding £9 sterling deducted 
from his wages by reason of his remain- 
‘ing from duty in obedience to the in- 
|junctions of his medical advisers ; and 
that since that period the official medica! 
| officer has informed him that he can 
have six months holiday without pay; 
| whether he can state why Bullamore, 
after being treated as a malingerer, is 
now being treated differently; and 
explain why he should not be treated as 
regards sick leave in the same manner 
as other Civil servants, that 
Bullamore has been compelled to decline 
the offer upon financial grounds. 


seelng 


in Council of | 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) For the 
information asked for in the first part of 
ithe hon. Member’s Question, I must 
| refer himto my Answers of the 15th f in- 
‘stant and 5tht ultimo. Mr. Bullamore 
cannot be allowed pay for the period 
'during which his absence was not 
/covered by official medical certificate. 





+ See page 265. 
t See (4) Debates, cxliv-, 443. 
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Questions. 


Recently Mr. Bullamore has been offered | 
six months leave without pay. In view 
of the opinion expressed by the chief 
medical officer of the Post Office and the 
medical referee to the Treasury, I should 
not be justified in granting him sick 
leave with pay. There is no ground for | 
considering that he is not being treated | 
in the same manner as other Civil 
servants under similar circumstances. 


Afghanistan. 

CoLonEL LEGGE (St. George’s, 
Hanover Square): To ask the Secretary 
of State for India when the title of the 
fuler of Afghanistan was altered from 
Amir to King, and his style from High- 
ness to Majesty; what isthe reason for 
the alteration; whether it has been 
notified by proclamation in Durbar; 
whether it makes any difference in 
regard to the relations of Afghanistan 
with foreign Powers; whether the 
letter from the Viceroy of India of 
23nd February, 1883, referred to in 
paragraph 3 of No. 4 on page 6, and the 
Agreement of 1875 between Russia and 
England, referred to in No. 5 on page 7 
of Cd. 2534 of 1905, can be printed and 
delivered to Members; and whether he 
will cause a map of Afghanistan, showing 
the bound iries agreed upon between the 
Government of India and the Amir, to be 
placed in the Tea Room. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
(1) The title of King was used by the 
late Amir of Afghanistan and was never 
questioned, Its use mikes no difference 
in the relations of Afghanistan with 
foreign Powers so far as our Agreements 
with the Amir are concerned. (2) The 
Agreement with Russia of 18735 as to the 
boundaries of Afghanistan will be found 
in [Cd. 699] of 1873. It does not seem 
necessary to republish this Paper or the 
Viceroy’s letter of 22nd February, 1885, 
which, as stitedin the footnote to page 6 
of the recent Parliamentary Paper, is 
printed on page 72 of [Cd. 3950] of 1884. 
(3) I will consider the question of pre- 
paring a map showing the frontiers of 
Afghanistan for the us? of the House. 


Escape of Convict Sheehan from Dundrum 
Lunatic Asylum. 


NANNETTI: To ask the Chief | 
to the Lord-Lieutenant of! 


Mr. 
See retary 
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| service 


| held; 
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Ireland what was the result of the 
inquiry held into the escape of con- 
vict Maurice Sheehan, on 10th March, 
1903, irom Dundrum Lvenatic Asylum; 
whether he is aware that the governor 
got information from another convict on 
“th January of Sheehan’s intention of 
escaping from the workshop, and will he 
say what experience and length of 
the in charge of 


Questions. 


attendant in 
Sheehan had; and why he was forbidden 
to hold any conversation with the senior 
attendant in charge of the shops; did a 
special guard escort Sheehan from the 
workshops to the wards ; whether, seeing 
that convict Feeley got through the bars 
and window of the workshop in March, 
1902, and was injured, he will say what 
report did the governor make or what 
action did he take to secure the work- 
shops; whether he will explain why the 


convict who gave information as to 
Sheehan’s intention of escaping was 
locked up after the escape, and not 


liberated until after the inquiry was 
whether he is aware that the 
inspectors and the engineer responsible 
for the security of the workshops doubted 
the statement made at the inquiry on 
20th March, 1903, by Attendant 
J. M‘Keough as to Feeley and Sheehan 
getting through the bars and window, 
and that this statement was proved to 
be true; and if so, will he explain why 
M‘Keough was called upon to resign. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
result of the inquiry was that certain 
structural improvements were made in 
order to guard The 
governor received information as men- 
tioned, and the escort between the work- 
shops and dining-hail was thereupon 
strengthened, as it supposed 
that Sheehan would attempt to 
escape when passing between those 
places. The attendant in immediate 
charge of Sheehan had six months 
service, but the senior attendant in 
charge of the workshop in which he 
worked had many years service. The 
attendant was not forbidlen to converse 
with the senior attendant. ‘Lhe escort 


agalnst 


escape. 
i 


Vas 


was strengthened as above stated. 
Convict Feeley temporarily escaped 
from the workshop, but it was not 


ascertained that he had got through the 
window bars. The bars were, however, 








1555 Canals 
examined by the responsible official, | 
but no alteration was considered | 
necessary. No patient was locked up in | 
connection with Sheehan’s escape, but | 
the patient who had given information 
of the intended escape was about that 
time placed in seclusion for irritating a | 
fellow patient. It was proved that a 
man could get through the window bars, 
but it was also proved that Sheehan | 
escaped by removing one of the bars by 
means of a turnscrew. There was no | 
connection between Sheehan’s escape 
and Attendant M'Keough’s dismissal. 
M‘Keough was called upon to resign 
for insubordinate conduct and failure to 
satisfactorily discharge his duties. He 
refused to resign, and was dismissed. 


Waveney School, Ballymena. 
Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, S.): To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 


Ireland how long Waveney School, 
Ballymena, was in operation before 


objection was made to its application 
for aid upon the ground that the 
temporary premises were unsuitable and 
insanitary ; and what was the nature of 
the sub-inspector’s report upon; the 
condition of the school premises. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
school was opened on Auguet Ist, 1903. 
The Commissioners’ objection to granting 
aid has from the outset been that the 
school is not recuired in the locality. 
It was not until March, 1905, that, in 
replying to an application for temporary 
aid, the Commissioners referred to the 
unsuitable and insanitary nature of the 
premises, and then the reference was 
merely incidental, and was added to a 
reiteration of the primary objection, 
namely, that the school was unnecessary. 
The inspector who reported against the 
application on the ground that the 
school was unnecessary, stated in 
addition that one of the rooms was 
only 19 feet long by 83 feet wide, that 
the houst was a temporary one. and 
that two of the walls were roughly 
plastered and washed with colour, while 
the others were boarded. 


Guy’s and Waveney Schools, Ballymena. 
Mr. SLOAN: To ask the Chief 

Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 

Ireland if he can say when application | 
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Bill, 


was first made to the Commissioners of 
National Education for a grant for the 
rebuilding of Guy’s Schools, Ballymena ; 
when the Board’s inspector reported 
thereon; whether a site has yet been 
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procured and approved of by the Com- 


missioners; and whether, seeing that one 


of the Board’s senior inspectors reported 
| the necessity 


for additional suitable 
accommodation which has not yet been 
provided, he will explain why this same 
necessity is now denied in the case of the 
application for aid to Waveney School, 
Ballymena, and the grant withheld. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
application was received on April 5th, 
1902, and the inspector’s report on May 
13th, 1902. As, however, the Commis- 
sioners did not regard the case as urgent, 
its further consideration was postponed 
pending a decision on the question of 
proposed new regulations for building 
grants. But as the delay in deciding 
this question has been greater than was 
anticipated, the Commissioners have 
provisionally sanctioned a grant under 
the existing regulations. A site has been 
provided, but will not be approved until 
the plans of the proposed building have 
been submitted to and approved by the 
Commissioners. It is proposed to super- 
sede the existing building, not so much 
on account of the insufficiency of the 
accommodation afforded by it, as on the 
ground of its general unsuitableness for 
school purposes. Aid to the Waveney 
School was refused on the grounds that 
the pupils were largely withdrawn from 
other schools, that sufficient school 
accommodation already existed in Bally- 
mena, and that applications for more 
extensive and suitable premises for three 
of the existing schools were pending. 
Moreover, the Waveney School premises 
were reported as unsuitable and in- 
sanitary. 


CANALS BILL. 


[Seconp Reapinc.] 
Order for Second Reading read. 


Mr. Deruty-Speaker Called the 
attention of the House to the fact that 
one of the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills had reported that the 











— 
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Sale of Intoxicating 


Standing Orders applicable to the Bill 
hid not been complied w.th, and that 
the Select Committee on Standing Orders 
had reported that the Standing Orders 
ought not to be dispensed with. 


Whereupon the Order was discharged, 
and the Bill withdrawn. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
(SUNDAY) BILL. 


[SECOND READING. } 


Order for the Second Reading read. 


Mr. PERKS (Lincolnshire, Louth) said 
that the question of the closing of the 
public-houses on Sunday was so. well 
understood that it would not be necessary 
for him to trouble the House with many 
observations in moving the Second 
Rexding of the Bill. It was sometimes 
suyzested that this Bill had not behind 
it any very large body of public opinion ; 
but he would venture to point out that 
no petition had ever been presented to 
this House signed exclusively by working 
men, and no Resolution had ever been 
passed during the last fifty years by any 
trade organisation or trade federation 
directly representing the working classes, 
against a Sunday Closing Bill. 


Mr. GRETTON (Derbyshire, 8.) called 
attention to the fact that there were not 
forty Members present. 


After an interval, numbers were 
counted and forty Members being present, 


Mr. PERKS resumed his speech. He 
s.id that the history of this measure was 
well known. For fifty vears Scotland 
had enjoyed the benefits of absolute 
Sunday closing; and not only had no 
proposition come from Scotland backed 
by any section of political or religious 
«pinion in favour of the abolition of the 
Forbes-Mackenzie Act, but every Royal 
Commission which had had to deal with 
the licensing question had pointed out 
the great benefits which Scotland had 
derived from the adoption of that 
measure, In Ireland since 1878 there 
had been a successful working of the 
uuiversa’ Sunday Closing Act, subject to 
the exclusion of five of the large cities in 
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Ircland. In passing he might point out 
that the exclusion of these five c.ties was 
adopted on an Amendment moved in 
Committee on the original Hill, In 
Wales, since 1588, there had been Sunday 
closing in operation, and tha: had met 
with the approval not merely of the 
temperance party, but of the whole 
population in Wales, aid of all the 
political representatives of that country 
with the exception of two. The Roval 
Commission appointed to investigate 
this very question of the application of 
Sunday closing to the big cities oi 
Cardiff and Swansea in 1890, declared 
that they had found an almost comp‘ete 
absence of any desire for an amendment 
of the law. ‘The most recent Licensing 
Royal Commission endorsed that decision, 
and there was nothing in either the 
Majority or Minority Report which sug- 
gested an amendment of the existing law 
in Scotland, Ireland, or Wales. In the 
Isle of Man there was universal Sunday 
closing; and so also in most of the 
British Colouies. And in every State in 
the United States, with one exception, 
the public-houses were closed on Sunday. 
He cited these facts for the purpose of 
negativing the theory that the working 
classes in our great cities would not 
accept such a Bill as was now proposed, 
on the ground that it would be an 
interference with public liberty and ,the 
rights of adult labour. 


x4 Passing} from that point to the 
efforts made from time to time to 
pass such a measure as ;this the 


Second Reading of which he was 
now moving, in 1888 a measure oi a 
similar description was submitted to the 
House by the then Conservative Govern- 
ment. ‘The Local Governmen: Bill of 
1888, which was endorsed by the right 
hon. Member for Croydon, Mr. W. H. 
Smith, Mr. Matthews, and the present 
Chief Secretary for Ireland, con- 
tained clauses providing for Sunday 
closing at the option of the county 
councils. For some reason, into which 
he would not further inquire, the clauses 
in that Bill dealing with licensing and 
Sunday closing were withdrawn, bat, a: 
all events, he pointed out that that was 
a clear and distinct proposition from the 
then Conservative Gove-nment—one of 
whose members now sat on the Treasury 
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Bench—that the county councils should 
have the power of Sunday closing. The 
next attempt made to deal with the 
subject was in the Bill introduced by 
the late Sir William Harcourt, who 
proposed to give to the local ratepayers, 
by a direct vote, the absolute right to 
close public-houses on Sunday. The 
Royal Commission which had to dea! 
with this subject more recently did not 
recommend universal Sunday closing. 
The minority, including the Archhishop 
of Canterbury and four Members of this 
House, recommended the closing of the 
public houses on Sunday except for one 
hour in the middle of the day; and for 
two hours in the evening. The Majority 
Report stated that-— 

**'T'o enact complete Sunday closing through 
out England would be, in our Judgment, at 
the present time, a step far in advance of public 
opinion. We are, however, prepared to recom- 
mend the further curtailment of the time of 
opening to two hours at mid-day and two hours 
in the evening as amaximum. It would be ad- 
visable to leave London and the principal cities 
outside of the operation at least for a time.” 

That clause had been carefully pre- 
pared by the majority of the Royal 
Commission, of which two of the mem- 
bers weie immediately connected with 
the liquor trade; and it clearly and 
manifestly contemplated the possibility 
of public opinion being in favour of Sun- 
dav closing in the early future. The 
Minority Report went a little further and 
said that— 

“Some districts in England would probably 
be in favour of entire Sunday closing while 
others would strenuously resist.” 

It was not, he thought, necessary for 
him to refer to the various arguments 
which, for many years past, had been 
adduced in support of this measure. 
There had been an increasing tendency 
to curtail the hours of libour in all classes 
of the community and in every branch 
of commerce and industry; and _ that 
ought to fiud some recogniiion on the 
part of traders connected with the sale of 
intoxicating liquor. It did not seem to 
him reasonable that the owners of these 
great establishments and the shareholders 
who benefited so considerably from them, 
should not contribute their fair share 
towards the hours of relaxation which 


the employees in this country were ob- | 
It was. 


taining in an increasing degree. 
clear, from the figures adduced before 
Mr, Perks. 
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the last Royal Commission, that the 
hours of labour of the employees in the 
180,000 public-houses in this country 
were.on the average, very much longer and 
more arduous than those of the average 
employees in other industrial and com- 
mercial undertakings. There were cases 
in which people employed in public-houses 
were kept on duty from 100 up to 115 
hours per week, 


Now, this was a trade which was 
almost the last to be entitled to claim 
a preferential treatment, either on 
‘conomic or commercial! grounds. There 
was very little doubt, although they 
could not expect the men who were closely 
identified with the trade to admit the 
proposition, that the excessive taking of 
alcoholic liquor was the main cause of 
poverty, crime, avd physic:] deteriora- 
tion in this country to many thousands 
of our fellow-subjects. Therefore, he 
could see no reason whitever why the 
owners cf distilleries, breweries, and 
public-houses should come to this House 
and claim preferential treatment for the 
sale of their goods over the baker, the 
grocer,the butcher, and every other trader. 
Experiments in other parts of the United 
Kingdom had proved Sund vy closing to 
be an unden ‘able success, and, as the liquor 
trade was @ monopoly, the nition was 
eititled to apply to it far more rigid con- 
ditions than it should apply to the 
ordinary trade which claimed from the 
State no such monopoly. Should the 
Bill pass the Second Reading, it would be 
open for any hon. Member to suggest 
limitations of the hours or of the cities 
to which it should apply. Having regard 
to the frequent declar.tiors of the pre- 
decessors of the Government that they 
were ardent supporters of temperance 
reform and the overwhelming body oi 
public opinion which was behind this 
measure, he hoped that the Government 
would support it or leave their followers 
to support it as they thought proper. 


Mr. CORBETT (Glasgow, Tradeston), 
in seconding the Sceco.d Reading of 
the Bill, said that the consumption 
of whisky had diminished in Scotland, 
comparing the seven years before and the 
seven years after the passing of the 
Sunday Closing Act, from 37,000,000 
gallons to 27,000,000, or a fifth of the 
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total amount of consumption. This 
might have been due to some extent 


to the increased duty on __ spirits 
during the latter period; but all 
authorities were agreed that the 
reduction was more greatly due to 
legislation. The statistics clearly showed 


that the amount of Sunday drunkenness 
was reduced in Scotlan! to an extra- 
ordinary extent. In Edinburgh it was 
less by one-fourth, and in other cities the 
reduction was even greater. The Royal 
( ommission of 1860 said the improvement 
in large towns had been most remarkable ; 
that the employers and employees were 
unanimous in testifying to the great im- 
provement in the regularity of attendance 
of workmen at work on Monday mornings, 
and that the cessation of business on 
Sunday was regarded as a great boon 
by publicans. The Report also stated 
there was no evidence that home 
drinking had increased, and that ‘f there 
had been drinking elsewhere than in the 
ublic-houses the total amount of con- 
sumption of whisky could not have 
diminished by one-fifth. No section of 
the Seoteh community now advecated 
the Sunday opening of public-houses. 
There was far too much theorising as to 
what would happen in considering this 
question, and far too little done in the 
way of examining what had happened. 
The Commission reported that the 
improvement in the great towns had 
been most remarkable; and that, where- 
‘3S previously on Sunday mornings a 
number of persons in every state of 
intoxication were seen to issue from 
public-houses to the great annoyance of 
respectable inhabitants proceeding to 
church, now the streets were quite 
orderly, and few cases of drunkenness 
were to be seen. ‘There was the most 
complete evidence as to the beneficial 
effect of the Sunday Clrsing Act in 
Scotland, Opinion in Seotland was 
absolutely in favour of it. Hon, Members 
representing Scottish constituences might 
vote against a Bill applied to England ; 
but not one hon. Member would vote for 
the repeal of the Act in Scotland. If it 
were possible to inerease industrial 
efficiency, to reduce the hours of that 
section of the community which worked 
longer than any other, to diminish 
drunkenness, and to bring comfort 
into miserable homes by this Bill, 


{26 May 1905} 








Liquors (Sunday) Bill, = 1542 


any hon. Member voting against it 
would incur the gravest responsibility. 
If the Bill were given a Second Reading, 
it cou'd, if necessary, be modified in 
Committee ; but in the circumstances he 
could not imagine any hon. Member 
voting against it. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
tim:.” 


Sir J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, N.E.) 
said there were reasons of no partial 
character why the House should not 
adopt this proposal. In making that 
statement he spoke asa sincere advocate 
of temperance and of due restrictions 
on a trade which for a long period had 
been recognised to require careful 
regulation. As a county magistrate ia 
Scotland, a former Scotch Mem- 
ber, and later an Knglish Member, he 
nad taken an active interest in the 
passing of measures intended to prevent 
the mischief which had attended the 
trade. Therefore it was without fear of 
misconception, but with a sincere beliet 
that it was undesirable to carry 
restriction too far, and, in the interest 
of social reform, to interfere too much 
with the liberty of the subject, that he 
opposed the Bull. 


Undoubtedly the supporters of the 
measure were actuated by the highest 
motives, but the analogy between the 
working of a similar measure in 
Scotland and in this country might 
be carried too far. It was not the case 
that there never had been objections to 
the working of the Scotch Act, or 
petitions forits abolition, About twenty 
yeirs ag) a Royal Commission inquired 
into the working of the Act and arrived 
at the conclusion that its operations 
shou'd not be interrupted. The evils of 
Sunday drinking in Scotland had been 
very great, but in Scotland the use of 
the public-house was different from what 
it was in England. The public-house in 
this country was the cellar of the working- 
classes, who could not keep a supply of 
liquor in their houses as wealthier peop'e 
did, and consequently were dependent 
on the retailer. For many years he had 
represented an English constituency 
composed mainly of working people, and 
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he kiew how the public - house was 
vegularly used for the supply of the 
family beer for dinner or suppor. He 
thought it was better for a working man 
to send for a jug of beer and drink it 
in the midst of his family than to sit in 
a public - house. If the drinking of 
beer was an evil per se, he believed 
that far more mischief was caused to 
the race by the excessive use of tea 
than of beer. In his own district 
in Scotland a doctor had told him that 
the deterioration in the race, and especi- 
ally the premature decay of the teeth, 
Was mainly attributable to over-indul- 
gence in tea. If he were going to interfere 
with the liberty of the subject and put 
a restriction on their daily drink, he 
would prohibit the infusion of tea for 
more than two minutes and the drinking 
of more than a certain quantity per day. 
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[t had been said that the British Colonies 
nearly everyWhere had adopted Sunday 
closing, but when he went as Governor 
to South Australia he was amused to 
tind that the Licensing Act provided that, 
whereas the front door of a public-house 
must not be open on Sunday, the back 
door might be. He admitted that good 
had come trom the limitation of the 
hours of opening on Sunday, and if the 
measure had simply proposed to further 
shorten the hours he would have been 
glad to see it @btain a Second Reading. 
But this was a hard-and-fast Bill, which 
they must take or leave. 


What modifications 
Gentleman be 


Mr. CORBETT: 
would the right 
prepared to accept ¢ 


hon. 


Sir J. FERGUSSON said a further 
limitation in the number of hours that 
public-houses might be open on Sunday. 
The limitations. the right hon.Gentleman 
continued, must differ in accordance with 
the requirements of particular localities. 
There was no doubt a serious respousi- 
bility attaching to any one who voted 
against the Bill. Well, he was prepared 
to undertake that responsibility, and one 
need not shrink from it when the results 
of Sunday closing were examined. Take 
the case of Wales. The chief constable 
of the county of Monmouth last vear 
stated to his standing joint committee 
that in the neighbouring counties where 


Sir J. Fergusson. 
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(the sale of beer was prohibited on 
Sundavs the drunkenness was in excess 
of that in the counties where there was 
no such prohibition. Again, the quin- 
quennial averages showed that the 
number of convictions for drunkenness 
on Sundays in Seotland where prohibi- 
tion prevailed was greater than in 
England where there was no prohibition. 
Only on the preceding day they were 
told by an hon. Member from IJreland 
that there was a greater preponderance 
of crime in Ulster than in other parts. 


Mr. CORBETT: We did not think it 
worth while to contradict that. 


Sir J. FERGUSSON said he did ‘not 
know whether it was the fact, and 
indeed he did not care to use it as an 
illustration in order to say that there was 
more drunkenness in Ulster where there 
wes prohibititon than in England where 
there was none. 


Mr. CORBETT: As a matter of fact 
the number of convictions is less than 
before prohibition was introduced. 


Stir J. FERGUSSON said he oppose | 
the measure because he thought it would 
prove oppressive to manv people to 
whom the accommodation of public- 
houses on Sunday was perfectly harmless, 
and he believed that an undue increase 
of restriction would do more harm than 
good. 


Mr. MOON (St. Pancras, N.) sincerely 
respected the views of hon. Gentlemen 
who were promoting the Bill and hoped 
that they would give him credit for 
equal disinterestedness. He, as much as 
they, desired to promote temperance, and 
last year he supported the proposal that 
there should be imposed on successful 
applicants for new licences the duty of 
providing suitable refreshments at the 
risk of having their licences taken away. 
He was also in favour of movements 
like the public-house trust movement, 
but he was forced to confess that the 
measure now before the House did not 
derive support from the result of the 
working of a similar measure in Scotland. 
One difficulty was as to the providing 
of beer for Sunday drinking, and he did 
not think there could be any reasonable 
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objection to the Sunday sale of beer 
during a limited number of hours, or even 
to its consumption in the public-houses 
during those hours. He agreed with 
the recommendation of the Royal Com- 
mission in favour of a curt.ilment of the 
hours of sale. Let them have a maxi- 
mum of two hours in the day and two 
hours in the evening, with a proviso 
that London and other large cities should 
be left out of the operation of the 
measure. It was a mistake to introduce 
a drastic measure of this kind, and he 
wondered why hon. Members opposite 
had not brought in a more moderate 
measure. He would not dwell on the 
ernicious effect of tea as compared with 
beer. He remembered that that 
point some very remarkable evidence 
was given before the Physical Deteri- 
‘ration Committee. 


On 


sir WILFRID LAWSON (Cornwall, 
Camborne): Does tea drinking promote 


‘rime ¢ 

Mr. MOON said he believed that 
excessive tea -drinking conduced to 
lunacy. He feared that the Bill would 


produce a great deal of secret drinking, 
and another point was that people would 
take home for Sunday consumption 
more powerful alcoholic drink than 
beer. The tendency would be to drink 
spirits. As he believed the Bill would 
not conduce to temperance, he seconded 
the Motion for its rejection. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now’ and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘ upon 
tis day six months.’ ’’—(Sir J. Fergusson.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘Thit the word 
‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


Mr. GEORGE WHITE (Norfolk, 
N.W.) supported the Bill, and said that 
the manner in which its rejection had 
been moved and seconded marked a 
considerable advance of public opinion 
in its favour. The quotations made by 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for North - East Manchester from the 
recommendations of the Royal Com- 
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Scotch and Welsh Acts. It seemed 
as if this question resolved itself into 
a question of bottled versus draught 
beer. If it could be shown that the 
working classes, for whom the mover 
of the rejection claimed to speak, could 
obtain their beer as cheaply, and that 
it would keep as well obtained on Satur- 
day night as on Sunday, then the 
opponents of the Bill gave up the whole 
position. He was not a sufficiently 
yood judge of the qualities of beer to 
know whether beer purchased on 
Saturday night would keep until Sun- 
day dinner, but he was sure that if the 
problem reduced itself to that intinitesi- 
mal point the case had gone altogether, 
because the overwhelming advantages of 
Sunday closing in other respects would 
not be denied, 


He declined to follow the argument 
whether or not the excessive use of tea 
was more injurious than the excessive use 
of alecholic liquors, because it had been 
reduced to a point of absurdity. The 
pertinent question was whether the use of 
tea produced poverty, crime, and other 
evils which undoubtedly followe1 the use 
of intoxicants. It cou!d not honestly be 
contended that there was any comparison 
whatever between the excessive use of 
tea, which no doubt produced injurious 
physical effects, and the excessive use of 
alcohol, which produced a variety of 
crime. 


Sir J. FERGUSSON: I never said 
that the excessive use of tea was worse 
than the excessive use of beer. [ said it 
was worse than the habitual use of beer. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITE said he was not 
def-nding the excessive use of tea, 
therefore the argument appeared to have 
no relevancy whatever. 


The position in this House was far 
behind that of public opinion in the 
country. The right hon. Gentleman 
opposite had entirely failed to show 
why England should be at a disadvan- 
tage as compared with Scotland and 
Wales with regard to a law of this 
kind. There was no difference between 
England and Scotland as far as the 
conditions and needs of the people were 
concerned, and the gin palace was 


in favour of the continuance of the, equally a temptation and anevil whether 


3H 
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it was in the streets of Glasgow or of 
London. But they were accustomed to 
sceing given to the northern part of 
the Kingdom advantages and privileges 
which were denied to England, and he 
was really jealous that Scotland should 
have enjoyed for nearly half a century 
advantages in this matter which, 
although demanded by a large majority 
of the yeorle, could not be secured for 
England. Almo:t without exception 
those who specially represented the 
working classes in the House were in 
favour of a measure of Sunday closing. 
but their testimony was absolutely 
ignored or set aside as of no value. 
Personally he had a great deal to do with 
working men, meeting some hundreds 
weekly, of whom probably not ten rer 
cent. were total abstainers, but he had 
found scarcely one respectable artisan 
who desired the continuance of the 
Sunday opening of public-houses. Those 
who waited so earnestly for the opening 
of the public-house doors on Sund:v 
were the men who had been the victims 
of excessive drinking on Saturday—the 
section of men who were destructive of 
the industrial pre-eminence of the nation, 
a burden upon the class to which they 
belonged, frequently the main instrument 
in breaking down their trade union efforts, 
and in other ways a detriment to the 


general advancement of the working 
classes. Why should advantages ac- 


cruing from Sunday closing be foregone 
at the instigation of this small section oi 
the population, while the great ma- 
jority of the respectable artisan class were 
in its favour ? 


It was said {that the trade demanded 
no special treatment. But they already 
had special treatment, and it was of 
that that he and others complained. 
Moreover, Sunday closing was de- 
manded in the interests of labour, it 
having been shown that this was one 
of the most deadly trades in the country, 
and that those who were engaged in it 
had shorter lives than almost any other 
class of the community. He had been 
surprised that the large body of working 
men who demanded shorter hours for 
themselves had not raised a great outcry 
against the long hours worked by bar- 
maids and barmen; and the addition of 
a certain number of hours of Sunday 


Mr, George White. 
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labour constituted a hardship against 
which, in the interests of labour, a protest 
should be made. Although he did not 
expect great things from the present 
Parliament, he thought it was right that 
this question should be k»pt before the 
public, and therefore he hoped the Bill 
would be read a second time, if only as 
an indication that the House still re- 
flected to a certain extent the opinion of 
the nation. 


*Mr. HUGH SMITH (Northumber- 
land, Tyneside), in supporting tiie 
Second Reading, said the promoters of 
this Bill had been twitted on the fact 
that they had not brought in a measuic 
for curtailing the hours of Sunday 
opening rather than one for entire 
closing, and the mover and seconder of 
the rejection had indicated that they 
would have supported a Bill drawn on 
those lines. He would point out, how- 
ever, that at the beginning of the 


session many Members balletted for 
the purpose of bringing in such a 
measure, but were unsuccessful, and 


therefore they had to support, as they 
willingly did, the present Bill. Early 
next week a Bill would be introduced in 
another place dealing with the curtai'- 
ment of Sunday hours and the earlicr 
closing on week nights, which was almost 
as necessary as Sunday closing. 
supporter of the Government he had ou 
many occasions defended what they had 
done in the way of licensing reform. 
In 1901 the Government gave their 
support to a Private Bill introduced by 
the other side, and it was solely throug): 
their agency that the country secured the 
beneficial provisions of the Child Messenger 
Act. 
Acts for Scotland and this country. 
Although possibly in the English Ac! 
they did not get all they wanted, st'll ic 
was a great measure, and the consciences 
of the justices having been awakened 
there were at present a number of public- 
houses being closed in cettres of popula: 
tion which would not have been closed 
but for that Act. Therefore, whatever 
else might be said against them, he 
thanked the present Government for 
what they had done in the way of licensing 
reform. 


The question had been asked whether 
the publicreaily wanted Sunday closing- 


Asa 


Then, too, there were the Licensu ¢ 
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Statistics had been circulated showing | per cent. of the population who desired 


that 85 per cent. of the people canvassed 
were in favour of entire Sunday closing 
as compared with 15 per cent, against, 
so that a vast majority of the working 
classes were in favour of the proposal 
before the House. Many, also, who were 
inside the houses themselves would be in 
favour of such a measure. The em- 
ployees in receipt of a weekly wage 
would be only too glad to have the 
Sunday rest, and many men engaged in 
tied houses would be entirely in its favour. 
He admitted that there was a consider- 
able body of opinion in favour of public- 
houses being open the whole of the day, 
and many people felt that they could not 
support the entire closing. But the 
opponents of the Bill had expressed a 
willingness to accept a limitation of 
Sunday hours, and the mover had pro- 
mised that in Committee any suggestion 
of that sort should receive favourable 
consideration. There was a consensus of 
opinion on both sides that some reduction 
of hours was necessary, and if they were 
drawing closer one to another there ought 
surely to be some via media by which the 
Bill might become jaw. He therefore 
supported the Second Reading, because if 
the Bill did not pass nothing in the way 
of limitation could be done, whereas if 
it did pass there would be a chance - 
syme limiting powers being inserted, 
which perhaps he was more in coo 
than entire Sunday closing. He was not 
sure that the country was yet ripe for 
entire Sunday closing, but it was ripe at 
any rate fora limitation of Sanday hours, 
and therefore he gladly supported the 
Second Reading of the present Bill. 


Str FREDERICK BANBURY (Cam- 
berwell, Peckham) said his hon. friend 
who had just sat down appeared to have 
developed an argument which showed 
that he was only a half-hearted supporter 
of this Bill. [Cries of ‘No, no.”] The 
hon, Member had stated that it was im- 
possible to close wholly on Sundays. 
He could not see how that tallied with 
his statement that 85 per cent. of the 
people were in favour of total closing. 
He did not think that the 85 per cent. 
who were said to be in favour of this 
measure would contradict themselves to 
such an extent as to go to a public-house 
on Sunday; therefore there was only 15 


to go to public-houses on Sunday. 

Mr. HUGH SMITH said he meant 85 
per cent. of those who had been can- 
vassed. 


Sir FREDERICK BANBURY siil 
that the figures really meant 85 per cent. 
of those who had taken the trouble to 
reeord their votes anl not 85 per cent. 
of the population, There were a large 
number of people who did not declare 
their opinion either one way or the other. 
He did not think it was fair to say that 
the majority of the people were in favour 
of Sunday closing. One objection to this 
Bill wis that it had only been printed on 
Wednesday las, and it had hardly been 
possible for hon, Members to get up any 
stitement of facts against tie Bill. No 
doubt the promoters had been able to 
get all their statements and facts ready, 
but those who were opposed to legislation 
of this kind had not been able to look 
into the matter. 


Mr. PERKS said the same Bill had 
been introduced for the last twenty years, 
and the hon. Member would have no 
difficulty, because he was bringing forward 
tle same arguments that he had used on a 
former occasion. 


Smr FREDERICK BANBURY said he 
hoped that the efiect of the few remarks 
he was about to make would be that 
this Bill would share the fate of former 
Bills of this kind, and that it would not 
be allowed to pass into law. 


There were really only two arguments 
that could be brought forward in favour of 
this measure. The first was the argu- 
ment of those who thought that Sunday 
trading in all its forms was objectionable. 
He was not in favour of the Continental 
Sunday, and perhaps they were getting 
a little too much towards that. The old 
English Sunday was perhaps as good as 
they would wish to keep, and as good as 
could be devised. But the object of 
hon. Members actuated by that feeling 
could only be obtained if they extended 
this Bill to other drinkables. If the 
milkman could sell his milk on Sun- 
day, why should the publican not be 
allowed to sell his beer? The hon. 
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Baronet the Member for Camborne 
was, no doubt, animated by a totally 
different state of mind, because he 
thought that drinking was wrong and 
ought to be stopped, 


Str WILFRID LAWSON: I do not 


think drinking milk does any harm. 


Sir FREDERICK BANBURY said that 
hon, Members opposite would not gain 
their object by voting for this Bill, because 
for six days of the week people would 
still be able to go to public-houses, The 
supporters of this Bill seemed to have 
caught the Sabbatarians, and they were 
trying together to pass a measure which 
would be the thin end of the wedge, and 
that would be advanced as a reason for 
further legislation in this direction. It 
had been said that the public-house was 
the cellar of the working man, whilst 
hon. Members of this House had 
mostly cellars of their own. He 
believed his hon. friend behind him 
had a cellar of his own, although he 
had not had the good fortune of being 
entertained at hishouse, He understood, 
however, that his hon. friend in front of 
him, the Member for North Ayrshire, had 
dined at the hon. Member’s house and 
had been supplied with some very good 
‘iquor of an intoxic ating nature, 


Mr. CORBETT: 


never get it again. 


Yes, but he will 


Sir FREDERICK BANBURY said he 
did not see why working men unable to 
keep a sufficient quantity of beer in their 
houses should be prevented from going to 
the public-houses during reasonable hours 
on Sunday to obtain what they desired. 
Because some people made beasts of 
themselves, were they going to prevent 

sane and reasonable men from taking 
what was really good for them. He 
believed that alcoholic liquors in modera- 
tion were a good thing for people. He 
remembered a test which was made in the 
hayfield during harvest time. A certain 
number of men were put to the task of 
seeing how many loads they could carry 
and they were allowed to drink water only; 
a similar number of men were given beer 
to do the same task, and the people who 
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the evils of excessive drinking. but those 
were not evils connected with drinking in 
moderation, There appeared to be an 
ever-increasing desire to regulate every- 
thing by the State, but if they wanted to 
make people sober, industrious, and 
hardworking they should leave them to 
work out their own salvation in this 
respect. They could always do very 
much more by example than by con- 
tinually putting forward measures to 
compel people to do something which 
they did not want to do. Thirty or forty 
years ago it was a common thing for 
people amongst the better classes to be 
found in a state of intoxication after 
dinner, and at that time it was not con- 
sidered a very disgraceful thing. But 
now things had changed and they very 
seldom saw anything of the kind, and 
young officers in the Army seldom got 
into that state. The people had become 
more sober because the forces of educa- 
tion and example had shown that they 
were much better off by drinking in 
moderation. 


that 
Scot- 


He thought the statement 
Sunday closing in Wales and 
land had been successful was not 
altogether borne out by the facts. On 
January 11th, 195, the  stipendiary 
magistrate in Cardiff, speaking in refer- 
ence to a number of cases of illicit drink- 
ing which were brought before him, said 
that if the cause was the harsh and too 
arbitrary limitation of the time during 
which liquor could be obtained, the 
Legislature might so relax the law as to 
lessen the temptation to resort to un- 
licensed premises. He further stated 
thit if the difficulties in suppressing the 
liquor traffic were due to defects in th: 
law which could be remedied without 
interference with the comfort and 
liberties of the people. it was to be 
hoped in the interests of good order an | 
the removal of a public scandal that a 
remedy might be found and applied. 
Those were the opinions of one who was 
well able to judge of the results of Sun- 
day closing. They did not go to show 
that Sunday closing had been a success. 
On a general holiday recently in Glas- 


| gow the public-houses were. "closed, and a 


drank the beer did a great deal more | 


He 


work than those who drank water. 
Sir Frederick Banbury. 


very large number of people went to a 


neighbouring place where they could 
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obtain drink. They drank all the drink 
that was to be had in the public-houses, 
and the publicans were obliged to close 
their premises because they were no 
longer able to sell drink. 


Sir WILFRID LAWSON: TI think 
the public-houses closed in *he afternoon 
on account of the tumult. 


Sirk FREDERICK BANBURY: I 
thought it was because the people were 
so disappointed that they cou'd not get 
more drink. 


Sir WILFRID LAWSON: The tumult 


was due to the drink. 


Sir FREDERICK BANBURY thought 
what occurred on the occasion referred 
to showed that the closing of the public- 
louses was not altogether asuccess. He 
admitted that what had been said in 
regard to privileged travellers who 
obtained refreshments was rather a good 
point. The closing of public-houses did 
tend to encourage people to travel in 
order to get drink. Perhaps that might 
he good tor the railway companies, but 
it had been stated that the facilities 
given by the railway companies for taking 
people away from the public-houses had 
advanced the cause of temperance. It 
appeared that the railway companies 
might also tuke people to places where 
they could get drink if they travelled a 
sutlicient distance. The Returnfor 1903, 
the last which was available, show- 
ing the number of convictions for 
the illicit sale of intoxicants, stated 
that in Engleid there were 280 and in 
Wales 124, which, taking the  pro- 
portion of population into considerat.on, 
meant that there were nearly seven times 
a8 many cozvictions in Wales, where a 
Sunday Closing Act was in fo;ce, as in 
England, where Sunday closing Was not in 
iorce. These facts and figures showed 
that England was in a better position 
than Wales, and he thought it was in a 
better position than Scotland. The best 
thing they could do in England was to 
lema.n us they were. 


He did not think ths Bill, if 
passed, would do what the p:omoters 
desired. He ass ciated himself with 
the right hon. Gentleman who moved 
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the rejection of the Bill in credit- 
ing everyone who supported it with being 
actuated by the best of motives. He 
hoped they would in return concede to 
those who opposed it that which was 
conceded to them. It was a very great 
mistake to attempt to force people to do 
something which, so long as they did not 
do it in excess, was not only not harmful, 
but good forthem. He did not go quite so 
far as his right hon. friend in saying that 
the drinking of tea caused people to lose 
their teeth. It seemed to him that the 
tendency of all ths grandmother-y legis- 
lation Was to bring about an absurd state 
of things. It they were never to be able 
to do what they liked without being 
inspected by the county council, or 
temperance associat.ons, or other bodies, 
however legitimate and good their aims 
migit be, they would do a great deal to 
destroy the seli-reliance and sturdy 
nature which had always been attributed 
to Eoglis'imen. He was sorry that he 
had not been able to bring forwa:d any 
more weighty argument, not that he did 
not think ti ose which he had advanced 
were weighty. If he had had more time 
to look into the subject he might have 
brought forward ether arguments, but 
tiere hal been som» delay due to hon. 
Gentlemen opposite in the p-inting of the 
Bill. He was not so sanguine as* to 
believe tha> his arguments woul convert 
hon, Gentlemen opposite. 


*Mr. HUGH SMITH: May I be allowe | 
to give the hon. Baronet another reas n ? 
Under the new Licensing Act the magis- 
trates have full control in the granting 
of new licences as to opening and closing 
on Sunday. 


Sir FREDERICK BANBURY said he 
considered that a strong argument 
against the Bill. What was the use of 
bringing in the Bill if the mazistrates 
had full power to do what they liked ¢ 
He thanked his hon. friend for giving 
him that argument. It was so strong 
that nothing turther need be said. 


On the resumption, 


*Mr. EUGENE WASON (Clackmainnan 
and Kinross) said that in Seotland 
they all knew what a blessiag the Sunday 
Closing Act had been there, and they 
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wished to give their brethren in South 
Britain, otherwise called England, a 
similar benefit. He would challenge the 
Under-Secretary for the Home Depart- 
ment, who represented North Ayrshire, 
and the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for North-East Manchester, who, 
like himself, had represented South 


Aytshire, to attempt to condemn the | 


Act in Scotland. He hoped the House 
would give the Bill a Second Reading. 
Scotland would not be prepared to re- 


turn to the state of affairs before the | 


passing of the Act. It was stated that 


the state of teeth was due to the drink- | 
He himself had a painful | 
interview with his dentist yesterday, and | 


ing of tea. 


he was assured that the trouble in con- 
nection with teeth was not caused by 
tea. 


formed that it was the absence of lime 
in the water that to a certain extent 
accounted for their bad teeth. The 


tannin in the tea was good for teeth. | 


He, himself, was not a total abstainer, 
although he was a promoter of temper- 
ance. They had been told during 
the debate that the. public-house was 
the poor man’s cellar, and if that were so 
the poor man ought to be allowed to 
keep it. The hon. Baronet the Mem- 
ber for Peckham stated that a labourer 
working at haymaking was more success- 


ful if he drank beer rather than water. | 


Lord Roberts, on the other hand, 
stated that men who were total ab- 
stainers marched farther and better than 
men who were accustomed to take alcoho} 
even not to excess, 
that neither the Member for North Ayr- 
shire nor the right hon. Member for North- 
East Manchester would move the repeal 
of the Scottish Act. He accorded the 
right hon, Gentleman credit as being 
earnest in the cause of temperance re- 
form. 


The hon. Baronet the Memher for Peck- 
ham spoke of disgraceful scenes which 
had occurred at Paisley, but that had no 
reference to the Bil before the House 
because the event did not oceur on 
Sunday. The incident was very grossly 
exaggerated, as Le personally knew. 
From his experience in Canada, Au-tralia, 
and New Zealand, Sunday closing was a 
success. The hon. Member also said if 

Mr, Eugene Wason. 
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His dentist asked him if Scotchmen | 
suffered from their teeth, and he was in- | 


He was q ite certain | 
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people were allowed to sell milk on 
Sunday they should be allowed to sel. 
beer. It was evident the hon. Membe: 
was not acquainted with the Shorter 
Catechism and could not distinguish 
between works of “ necessity and mercy” 
'and other works, A servant in Scotland 
| objected to any work on the Sunday 
| other than that of milking the cows, 
| because they could not mik themselves 
/and the milk had to be sold when it was 
| fresh, while beer improved with a little 


age. An hon. Gentleman opposite 
isaid that babies were hetter brought 


up on beer, but in his opinion that wa: 
ridiculous. He supported the Second 
Reading of the Bill, and in Committe: 
_Amendments might be made which 
would meet any reasonable objection. 
Having regard to the advantages whic); 
the Forbes-Mackenzie Act had conferred 
'on Scotland, he hoped the English Bi! 
| would be given a Second Reading. 


| *Mr. SHARPE (Kensington, N.) said 
that asa temperance reformer he hid no 
| hesitation in supporting the rejection of 
the Bill. He looked upon prohibition as 
a dangerous thing which was apt to 
defeat its owa object. Restriction and 
control were desirable, particu'arly in 
' regard to the number of houses and the 
/ hours duriig which sale should be per- 
|mitted, but no Government had the 
right to attempt to prevent grown-up 
acting on their consciences, 


i 
| persons, 


‘from providing themselves with what 
‘they desired. He therefore opposed the 
Bill without any regard to the 


arguments that had been used. He, him- 
self, was for many years engaged in 
administrative work in Ceylon, and he 
ihad learned that temperance adminis- 
tration and legislation should be con- 
'ducted on temperate lines. Com- 
'pulsion and prohibition would _ not 
| suffice. Certainly control was desirable, 
|especially as regarded the number of 
/hovis of employment, bu the attempt 
ito prohibit men from providing them- 
iselves with what refieshment they 
‘desired should not be encouraged. It 
| was extremely inopportune to propose 
ithe Bill at the present time. At a 
time when locomotion was increased 
by motor and cycle, refreshment was 
absolutely necessary for the persons con- 


| 
| 
| cerned. The working classes had not 
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declared in favour of legislation of this 
kind,’ and he believed that no Party 
in the House would be satisfied with any 
imterference with the freedom of thos» 
classes. 


Sale of Intorieating {2 


Sir CARNE RASCH (Essex, Chélms- 
ford) thought the country was rather tired 
of grandmotherly legislation. If the pro- 
moters of the Bill were log cal they ought 
to make the Bill apply to clubs as well 
as to public-houses; but they did 
not do that, because they knew 
perfectly well that uo Members of 
the House would vote for them if they 
did. He did not believe that hon. 
‘rentlemen opposite were actuited by 
any burning desire for temperance. He 
ieheved they only desired to hamper and 
impede a trade which was already ham- 
pered. Surely, if they were really 
reformers, they would have done some- 
thing during the last twenty-five years 
in the cause of temperance. But they 
had done nothing except to introduce 
grocers’ licences. He had no axe to 
vrind. He was no brewer. He wished 
he were. He was a moderate drinker, 
or what the hon. Member for Camborne 
called a moderate drunkard. He never 
would be a party to putting this intoler- 
able nuisance on his constituents. He 
would never try to make drunk people 
<ober by keeping sober people thirsty. 


Sir WILLIAM TOMLINSON (Preston) 
said he doubted whether, if a true com- 
parison could be drawn between Scotland 
under the Forbes Mackenzie Act and 
ngland with Sunday opening, the balance 
of sobriety would be in Scotland’s favour. 
‘There was a good deal of room for im- 
provement in both countries, but it did 
not follow that rash remedies should be 
adopted. Beer was more difficult to keep 
in good condition for drinking than 
spirits. He should be sorry if restrictions 
in the supply of beer led the English 
people to substitute a taste for ardent 
spirits for their taste for beer. Tei was 
doing far more injury to the health of 
the public than beer could do. Legisla- 
tion must take into account the habits 
of the population. The time had not vet 
arrived for such drastic legis!ation as the 
Bill proposed. An Hon, Member informed 
him that?the rector of a certain parish 
who had a controlling influence favoured 
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a six day licence. It was adopted, but 
he was informed by his hon. friend that 
the rector discovered that a seven- 
day licence was more beneficial, and he 
acted accordingly in the interests of tem- 
perance and moderation, According to 
statistics it was difficult to ascertain if 
the Scottish Act conduced to sobriety. 
In any event there was a difference 
between England and Seotland. As 
reg:rded tex, the time had arrived when 
its excessive drinking should be con- 
sidered. Many medical men were of 
opinion that excessive tea-drinking was 
more injurious thin the drinking of beer. 
He considered that instruction in the 
s:hoo!s in connection with the poisonous 
resu'ts of excessive tet-drinking should 
be given. No such drastic proposals as 
were contained in the Bill should be 
accepted by the House. 


Liquors (Sunday) Bil. 


CoLtoneEL LOCK WOOL (Essex, Epping) 
said that those who had advocated, and 
consistently advo-ated, temperance for 
m ny years past had apparently not 
thought it worth while to come to the 
House to support this measure or to place 
their views upon it before the House. 


Attention called to the fact that forty 


Mem ers were not pres‘nt, House 
counted, and forty Member: being found 
present,— Ss 


CotoneL LOCKWOOD said he was 
glad t» observe that some of those Mem- 
bers who did take an interest in the 
question of temperance had at last 
arrived to take some part in the debate, 
He admitted that a great deal had been 
done by intemperate enthusiasts who had 
all along consistently supported the 
principle of depriving a man of the 
opportunity to drink when he was thirsty, 
and the hon. Baronet the Member for 
Camborne had done a very great deal 
for the country in this way. The hon, 
Baronet opposite had for years pist 
consistently advocated principles with 
which no one could agree, but what he 
had done had resulted in good to the 
people of England, who were not now so 
intemperate a people as they were. The 


question now was whether, in view of the 
improvement which had taken place ia 
the drinking habits of the people, a Bill of 
this kind was at all necessary. Was_it 
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not a slur upon the working classes to 
say that they, and they alone, should be 
prevented from enjoying themselves in 
a moderate way on a Sunday while the 
wealthier classes could have all they 
wanted on a Sunday afternoon? He 
could never be a party to any such 
proceeding as this. 
that the Bill exempted so-called bona 
Jide travellers, but there were a good 
many travellers who were not bona fide. 
Where they to be exempted too ? 
oWn opinion was that education had done 
more, and was doing more, for the 


It was quite true | 


His | 


temperance of the country than any Bill | 


of this kind could be expected to do. 


Such a Bill as the Government recently | 


passed would exercise an enormous 
influence, for it would teach the people 
that enjoyment was not to be found in 
drinking beer and spirits or in doing any- 
thing of that sort, and they would find 
their pleasure in other ways. The hon. 
Member for Louth, who was as liberal 
a minded man as himself and others on 


both sides of the House who could see | 


both sides of the question, was as fond 


of taking a modicum of refreshment in | 
the House as anybody else, and no doubt | 


would be glad to do so even ona Sunday 
if it was open, and he was sure that the 
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cities. In Bradford, in January this 
year, something like 150 clubs had been 
registered, and in that city he believed 
there were more than 40,000 members of 
clubs. That represented a very consider- 
able percentage of the working classes in 
Bradford. This Bill did not deal with 
clubs, and he supposed it was quite im- 
possible that any Bill of the sort could 
deal with clubs, because they could not 


have one kind «f legislation dealing with 


working men and another kind dealing 
with clubs like the Cariton and_ the 
Reform. As far as the prohibition of the 
opening of clubs on Sunday was con- 
cerned, that must be regarded as outside 
the sphere of practical legislation. The 
clubs that were associated both with the 
Unionist and Liberal Parties in his divi- 
sion in Bradford did not open on Sunday. 
but there were a large number of clubs 
that did open on Sunday during hours 
when the public-houses were by law 
obliged to be closed. He had an ex- 
perience of that himself in Bradford a 
winter or two ago. A publican in his 
constituency spoke to him about the 
trouble which he was getting into with 
the licensing authorities because it 


| Was alleged that people coming from 


hon. Member would be the last to deny | 


to the humblest of his constituents the 


enjoyment which he took in moderation. | 


Habits of temperance were growing in 
this country. The upper classes, who 
were the greatest sinners in this way in 
olden had much more 
abstemious, and we were now one of the 
most sober nations in the world. He 
hoped after what had been said that 
the hon. Member for Louth 
withdraw the Bill. 


davs, become 


Sir ERNEST 


would | 


FLOWER (Bradford, | 


W.) said it appeared to him that the | 
| towards temperance reform. In the East 


discussion was rather of an academic 


character, since it Was obviously impos- | 
sible for the Bill to make further pro- | 


gress that session. Besides, he did not 
think it would be generally acceptable to 
the class which would be chiefly affected. 
An aspect of the question which always 
seemed to him very important was that 


with regard to the enormous namber of | 


cubs which were frequented by the 


places of worship on Sunday morning 
were annoyed by the spectacle of persoiis 
the worse for liquor coming out of his 
premises. The publican asked him to 
go with him one Sunday morning to see 
what was taking place. He went, and 
he saw a large number of men going into 
workmen’s clubs at ten o'clock in the 
morning. These men remained there, he 
was told, until half-past twelve or one 
o'clock. That was a very deplorable 
evil, which the present Bill did not touch. 


The Bill, he thought, inflicted the maxi- 
mum of inconvenience upon the working 
people with the minimum of progress 


End of London, too, Sunday clubs played 
a very remarkable part in social life. In 


‘one which he was invited to visit, the 


card-tables were going all the afternoon, 
and in the evening smoking concerts or 
theatrical performances were organised. 


It seemed to him that this Bill, if carried, 


working classes, and which were such a/| 


growing feature of the social life of our 
Colonel Lockwood, 


would inflict a certain amount of hard- 
ship on the working classes, and that, 
though a curtailment of the hours during 
which public-houses might be open was 
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desirable, it was rather on Saturday than 
on Sunday that that curtailment should 
take place. But this was not a Bill to 
curtail the hours, but to shut up public- 
houses altogether. When the Children’s 
Bill was before the House they heard a 
“ood deal of the evil effects of children 
fetching beer from public-houses. He 
opposed that Bill and he should oppose 
this, because he thought this sort of 
sentimental legislation did not have anv 
vood eftect. This Bill, if passed, would 
only have the effect, in his opinion, of 
iiultiplving the sort of clubs which no 
one desired to see multiplied, and for that 
reason he should vote against it when the 
division took place. 


*Mr. GROVES (Salford, 8.) said that 
in the past Sunday Closing Bills had 
been introduced which were admitted 
to be a compromise, but the present 
imeasure was of a different character, and 
proposed total Sunday closing, and 
admitted of no compromise whatever. 
If by any stretch of imagination one 
could conceive that it was the desire of 


those who introduced the measure to 
strike at a social evil in an_ effective 
manner, and if they really had the 


interests of the working classes at heart, 
he would have exp:cted them to go the 
“whole hog”—that was to say, to have 
brought ina Bill to prevent drinking at 
any time by anybody during the whole 
of Sunday, commencing with the Members 
of the House of Commons itself. It had 
been said that one of the main objects of 
closing public-houses on Sundays was 
to secure for the employees at least 
one day of rest out of the seven. 
It that were so, why was not the 
Bill extended to clubs? If they 
reilly desired to prevent people from 
working on Sunday, they must protect 
those who had the dispensing of liquor 
in clubs just as much as they did those 
engaged in public-houses. If they desired 
also to “ protect’ the British working man 
they must follow him into the places 
where he went when the public-house 
was closed all day on Sunday—into the 
club or the shebeen, or to some other place 
Where he might, surreptitiously perhaps, 
obtain a drink on Sunday. It was 


clear that to be effective, legislation 
of this kind must not be partial, as the 
present measure was. 
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The habits of the population were 
improving as the result of education and 
other things, but if they attempted to 
force through the House drastic legisla- 
tion of this character the effect would be 
absolutely the opposite of what they 
were attempting to bring about. This 
was not a question to be settled by 
brewers or publicans. The manufacture 
of alcoholic liquor was in the hands of 
the wholesale trade, but Sunday closing 
affected the social habits of the people. 
and it was right that the people should 
have a voice in the settlement of the 
matter. Had any attempt been made 
to ascertain the opinion of the working 
classes? Almost invariably when an 
attempt was made in large centres of 
population to get the opinion of the 
electors on this question the bulk of the 
people, nine out of ten, entitled to vote did 
net trouble to express an opinion either 
one way or the other. Therefore the figures 
quoted from time to time were absolutels 
misleading and entirely without value as 
showing the feeling of the country. 
Figures of that kind, given from time to 
time, were incomplete and absolutely 
unreliable as showing the real fe ling of 
the country on the matter. If one could 
select a constituency in which the two 
great political Parties were about evenly 
divided, he would undertake to say that 
if he, or anyone opposed to Sunday 
closing—and he would prefer it should 
be somebody unconnected with the 
trade—could take a straight issue from 
the voters without any extraneous in- 
fluences being brought to bear, he would 
secure a majority of at least five to one 
among the working elasses against the 
principle of total Sunday closing, because 
it was one of the worst examples of class 
legislation that cou!d be ciced. While 
the cellar of the rich man was protected, 
while his club, too, was protected, this 
Was a proposal to interfere with the 
personal liberty of the subject, and it 
would, as he could show by statistics it 
he had time, have very bad consequences 
indeed, 





He thought they kad good caus: for 
complaint that the Bill was only placed 
in the hands of hon. Members that 
morning. 


Mr. PERKS: Yesterday morning. 
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*Mr. GROVES accepted the correction 
and «apologised. Still, he thought the 
promoters ought to have issued it earlier 
than they had done. There had been 
some talk of compromise, but the issue be- 
fore them was a plain one; it was whether 
public-houses should be closed during the 
whole of Sunday or not. It was surpris- 
ing to see what 2 fatherly interest hon. 
Members opposite took in the bona jide 
traveller. If ever there was a bona fide 
humbug it was the bona fide traveller. 
Why should he always be taken under 
the wing of the Temperance party ? 


Mr. PERKS: We will take him out 
of the Bill if you like. 


*Mr. GROVES asked who invented 
the bona fide traveller? It was hon. 
Members opposite, who also invented 
the bogus club, or rather it was their 
repressive legislation which did so. The 
hon. Member for the Spen Valley, who, 
he believed, was honestly endeavouring 
to carry out what he considered to 
be for the amelioration of mankind 
and to remove what he thought was 
a social evil from every standpoint, 
would surely agree with him that bogus 
clubs were a serious factor which had 
been absolutely created by repressive 
legislation, and which would continue to 
exist so long as they interfered with the 
reasonable social habits of the working 
classes. He supposed it would not be 
denied that the result of the operation 
o! these repressive measures in Wales for 
many years had been anything but 
satisfactory, especially in that part of the 
Principality which adjoined England. 
The growth of bogus clubs, these subter- 
fuges against the law, had increased enor- 
mously. The amount of Sunday drinking, 
also, had increased in Wales, whereas on 
the other s.de of the border, where 
repressive legislation did not exist, and 
where reasonable hours for obtaining 
refreshments were legal on Sundays, 
they found that the number of arrests 
and convictions for drunkenness had 
decreased instead of increased. He 
gathered from the silence of hon. Mem- 
bers who were promoting the Bill that 
they admitted this was the resuit of 
repressive legislation. He did not 
propose to trouble the House with a lot 
of{ statistics, but he thought it could be 
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clearly demonstrated by figures that in 
Ireland, Scotland, and Wales, where Sun- 
day closing prevailed Sunday drinking 
was on the increase, while England, where 
it did not prevail, was yearly becoming 
more and more & sober nation. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, S.): 
That is not true as regards Ireland. 


*Mr. GROVES: Perhaps not the 
whole of Ireland. Then I withdraw 
Ireland for the purpose of this argument. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON (Glasgow, St. 
Rollox): Will the hon. Gentleman with- 
draw Scotland also ? 


*Mr. GROVES: I think I have gone 
as far as I can honestly go in the matter 
of withdrawals. 


Mr. McKENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) : 
Will the hon. Gentleman withdraw Wales 
and every part of England, except Man- 
chester and Salford. 


*Mr. GROVES replied that Manchester 
and Salford, according to his informa 


tion, were parts of England. He had 
already stated that statistics proved 


that the drinking habits of the people 
on Sunday in England, including Man- 
chester and Salford, were improving 
year by year. But drankenness was 
increasing in Wales and in Scotland, 
because repressive legislation obtained 
in those countries. Had they forgotten 
the case of the Clyde steamboats ? 


CoLtoneL DENNY (Kilmarnock 
Burghs): May I say that there is no 
liquor whatever sold on the Clyde steam- 
boats on Sunday. 


*Mr. GROVES said liquor might not 
be sold on the boats, But still it was 
consumed there. However, as he ap- 
peared to be trenching on personal 
matters he would, to oblige his hon. 
and gallant friend, “ withdraw the steam- 
boats.” But he desired to stand by the 
main argument with whichhe started, and 
he would like to know tie views oi the hon. 
Member for Carnarvon Boroughs as to 
the effect of the repressive legislation in 
Wales. Could he deny that it had 
caused an increase of drinking? That 
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was the whole basis of his opposition to 
the Bill. It was not a question which 
affected very seriously the publican 
or the brewer, for, after all, the brewer 
would still have to brew the beer which 
was sold in the clubs, hundreds and 
thousands of which had been es‘ablished 
purely to evade the operation of repres- 
sive legislation He hoped they would 
give him credit for honestly believing 
that this certainly was not a step in the 
direction of temperance, but that it 
would rather lead to an increase in the 
facilities for evading the law 


*Mr. WHITTAKER (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Spen Valley) thought it was character- 
istic of the debate that every speaker 
had claimed to be a temperance reformer. 
The difference between those who sup- 
ported the measure and those who did 
not might well be described by saying 
that the latter took up the attitude: 
“Not now, and not thus.” When 
legislation was proposed to be applied to 
the country as a whole, hon. Gentlemen 
who were opposed to this Bill were very 
anxious to insist on having local opinion 
respected; but when the promoters of 
temperance reform proposed some method 
of taking local opinion, they at once 
raised the obje:tion that the minority in 
any locality ought not to be tyrannised 
over by the majority, and that, therefore, 
matters of this kind should no: be left to 
local opinion but should be decided by the 
House itself, which ought to have the 
courage of its opinions. It was always 
‘Not thus, and not now.” There was 
great anxiety shown with regard to the 
hona fide traveller and to clubs, but when 
the Act of 1902 was under consideration 
ia Committee, and a proposal was made 
to stiffen its requirements with regard to 


clubs, it was the representatives of thé 


liquor trade who offered the most oppe- 
sition. Ifthe promoters of this Bill en- 
deavoured to get rid of that bona fide 
iumbug the bona fide traveller, would 
the liquor trade support them? One of 
the hon. Members hai spoken about 
puble opinion, and had said he would 
like to begin with Members of that House, 
and ask them were they prepared to be 
abstainers on Sundays? This Bill, 
however, said nothing about making any- 
vody an abstainer on the Sunday. It 
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did not touch individual habits or prac- 
tices. It proposed to deal solely with 
the question of the public sale of drink 
on Sundays, and that was altogether 
independent of the private habits of the 
individual. 


What were tiey to do in the face of 
what was admittedly a very great evil? 
They all knew that Saturday was the 
great drinking day of the nation. 
One-third of the cases of drunkenness 
occurred on Saturdays, and the drinking 
was continued over Sunday into Monday. 
Well, the promoters of the Bill wanted to 
do something to make a break. Before 
Lord Peel’s Commission they had some 
very instructive figures as to the namber 
of convictions for drunkenness in Liver- 
pool. In the ten veirs ending 1895 there 
were 17,000 convictions on a Monday, 
12,000 on a Tuesday, 10.009 on Wednes- 
day, 9,000 on Thursday, 10,000 on Friday, 
and on Sacurday, the great drinking 
day of the working classes, there were 
35,009, with 6,000 more on the Sunday. 
These were instructive figures. But why 
was the total so small on Sundays? 
Was not the answer clear, viz., that 
there were less facilities for drink- 
ing on that day than on any other. 
Well, this Bill proposed to altog-ther 
abolish the facilities for public sale on 
Sundays, and they believed that the 
result would be to largely diminish 
drinking on Sundays 

Precisely the same speeches as they 
had heard that day were delivered 
against the Sunday Closing Act for 
Scotland more than fifty vears ago. 
That Bill had now been in operation 
for half a century, and in regard to 
thet Bill and the Welsh and [mish Sun- 
day Closing Bills he would like to ask, 
was there a single Scotch, Irish, or 
Welsh Member, belonging to any Party 
in that House, who would get up and 
move the repeal of the Act for either of 
those three countries. Although there 
had been many in that House repre- 
senting Scotland who were interested up 
to the hilt in the liquor trade, not one 
of them dared to take that step, and, what 
was more, they could not get a single 
public body in either of the countries to 
pass a resolution praying for the repeal of 
these Acts. With such testimony to the 
success of that legislation he hoped that 
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the hon. Member who was about to 
speak on belialf of the Government would 
give them his personal opinion with 
regard to the Act in Scotland, and he 
hoped, too, that as a Scotch Member he 
would not refuse to England the boon 
which his own country had enjoyed so 
long. 


He would just quote one or two 
figures to show what had been the effect 
of the Act in Scotland. Let them take 
the case of Aberdeen. The average 
arrests on week days from 1890 to 1896 
were 332 a year, but in the whole seven 
vears there were only twelve arrests for 
drunkenness on Sundays, whereas the 
total would have been 385 had they 
been in the same proportion as on week 
days. Then, again, the consumption of 
spirits had been enormously reduced. 
He knew they were sometimes told that 
the consumpti n fell immediately after 
the passing of the Sunday Act: in Scot- 
land because the duty on spirits was 
raised, But, curiously enough, the duty 
on spirits was raised again in 1862 by 
2s, per gallon, yet the consumption did 
not go down. It went up, in fact, so 
that when they had an increase in the 
duty apart from any additional closing, 
they did not get any reduction of con- 
sumption, whereas when they had it 
jointly with the Sunday Closing Act they 
did get a reduction. Were they not 
justitied, then, in contending that the 
diminution of consumption was owing, 
not to the increase of duty, but rather 
to Sunday closing‘ This question of 
the effect of an increase of duty in 
reducing the sale of drink was an in- 
teresting one. When Budgets were 
discussed the trade said the taxes on 
drink were a burden on them. Hon. 
Members interested in the trade could 
not have it both ways; they could not 
claim that the increased duty caused the 
decreased consumption by raising the 
price, andat the same time contend that 
the trade paid the tax. Ifit did pay it, 
then the public did not, and the consump 
tion could not be affected by it. 


With reference to Ireland, two and a- 
half years before the Sunday Closing 
Act was passed the Sunday arrests for 
drunkenness numbcred 11,800; in the 
two and a-hali years after the Act came 
into operat.on the t:tal was only 4,209, 

Mr. Whittaker. 


1COMMONS} 


156& 
Mr. T.W. RUSSELL: And five cities 


were excluded from the operation of the 
Act. 


Liquors (Sunday) Bull. 


*Mr. WHITTAKER, continuing, said 
this was a practical experience which 
had convinced the people of these 
countries of the value of such legi lat-on, 
and which had closed the mouths of 
those of their representatives who would 
have liked to move for the repeal of the 
Acts, but had not dared do so. 


Hon. Members who had s; oken against 
the Bill that day had used what he might 
call the trade “ brief.’ Taey had told 
them that under the Acts there had 
been more drunkenness on Sundays in 
Wales, in Ireland, and in Scotland than 
in England. But even if that were 
true—and he did not admit it for one 
minute—it was nothing to the point, 
The real point was that there had been 
less diunkenness in all these countries 


since the Sunday Closing Act was 
passed than there was in_ those 
countries before it became law. The 


habits and conditions of the people 
varied in different places, but it was 
undoubted that there was more drunken- 
ness before Sunday closing was enforced 
than there had been since. Wales 
and Cardiff had been specially — re- 
ferred to, but had there been a Member 
for Cardiff who would get up and propose 
to exempt that town trom the operation 
of the Sunday Closing Act? Would 
the Cardiff Corporation pass a resolution 
with a like object? Of course they 
had trouble over the border, but that 
was only a reason for extending the 
Act to England. There always would 
be a thirsty lot who would go anywhere 
to get drink, and, instead of going over 
the border, if this Bill were passed, they 
would have to go further to the sea- 
coast, and then there would be no 
trouble at all. The hon. Member for 
St. Pancras had suggested that the Bill 
would lead to an increase of private 
drinking. That was the old story. 
He did not think he was doing an in- 
justice to the trade if he ventured to 
suggest that their opposition to the Bull 
would not be so strong if they did 
not think it was going to diminish 
their trade. If they believed they 
would sell as much liquor inysix days 
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as they now did in seven, he was sure 
they would support it. But the con- 
sumption of liquor had fallen off in the 
countries where Sunday closing obtained, 
and what was another good result was 
that men returned more regularly to 
their work on Monday morning and there 
were fewer arrests for drunkenness. 


Where, then, was the evidence of more | 


lrinking in private ? 


Let them consider, too, the condition | 


of the people engaged in the trade. 
It was the deadliest trade a man could 
engage in. Every ten vears the Registrar- 


(teneral published a Report showing the | 


rates of mortality in the principal 


trades of the country, and these Reports | 


proved that the death rate among those 
engaged in public - houses was higher 
than in any other occupation. There 
were deadly trades in which people 


engaged—in the Potteries, where deadly | 


chemicals were issued; in Sheffield, 
where the saw-grinder breathed steel and 
stone dust—but no occupation was so 


deadly as that of the liquor retailer, and | 


on that ground alone they might do 
something at any rate to brighten their 


lot, to give them one day’s rest in seven, | 
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would be able to have it as fresh for his 
dinner on Sunday as on any other day. 
They were always told that working 
men were opposed to the Bill, but the 
working men representatives in that 
House were all in favour of Sunday 
closing. No, the opposition to the Bill 
came from a very different class, and it 
was noteworthy that every one of the 
names on the whip sent out against the 
| measure was that of a Member financially 
interested in the liquor trade right up 
to the hilt. At the very beginning of 
that debate a count was moved by the 
| representative of one of the biggest 
brewing firms in the country, and later 
on another count was moved by one 
of the largest Irish whiskey ble: ders; 
and who had been prolonging the debate 
lest a division should be taken? Not 
the working men, but men interested in 
the liquor trade. 


| 


There had been some talk by those 
opposed to the Bill about Amendments. 
The mover and seconder of the Amend- 
ment had intimated their willingness 
to accept amendments cf the law. And 
it was urged that they should have been 
in the Bill. But what Amendments ? 


to give them a chance of breathing | 


fresh air one day in the week. Not only 
were they tempted by their very calling 
to take too much alcohol, but the liquor 
shops themse!ves were most unhealthy 
places, badly ventilated and frequently 
crowded by the least satisfactory 
specimens of humanity, who scattered 
the germs of disease all about the place. 


The right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for North- East Manchester had _ told 
them that drinking tea was worse than 
drinking beer. Hut did he think that 
teetotallers specially drank tea? He dd 
not think they did, but one thing he dd 
know, and that was that tea-drinking 
never caused a man to kick his 
wife, or assault the police, or neg'ect 
his children, or stay away from his 
work and become a charge oi the com- 
munity either as a crminal or as a 
pauper. If a working man wanted his 


beer on a Sunday he could answer for it 
that the business capacity and ingenuity 
of the liquor trade would ensure the 
adoption of means which would enable 
his requirements to be supplied. He 


| Mr. MOON: I said on the line of 
curtailment. 

Mr. WHITTAKER: What. curtail- 
j:nent? Wasit to be a curtailment of 


hours or was it to be leit to the dis- 
cretion of the justices 2 Were the houses 
to be open only for “ off” sale, to sell only 
dinner beer, or were they to be open 
to sell to those who entered the 
| public-house simply to booze { It was 
i not the bonw fede traveller who need be 
| « onsidered: he would be able to get his 
ibs 
alcohol, at all events. What were the 
| Amendments they required ! 
| 





words fro:n 
ot the Com- 
sufficient. 


Ma. MOUN: I read the 
| the Report of the majority 
missioners. That should be 


*Mr. WHITTAKER said th» hoa. 
Member was only one of the opponents 
of the Bill, Was his view accepted by 
all his friends? This was essentiaily a 
matter for discussion in Committee. Let 
the Bill go to a Committee and let them 
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see what the House wanted. The pro- 
moters were willing to accept such reason- 
able Amendments as the House wished. 
The proper plan was to send the Bill to 
a Committee and Jet Members put down 
their own Amendments and have thein 
considered, discussed and decided upon. 
To vote against the Second Reading would 
be to throw the question out entirely and 
render Amendments impossible, If a Sun- 
day Closing Bill were passed for England 
there might be disturbances for a week 
ortwo. ‘the liquor trade would see to 
that. They were at the bottom of the 
business at Cardiff, in order, if possible, 
to discredit the Act ; but the police put 
the disturbance down and there was an 
end of it. The attempt would be made 
here and it would fail. The debate had 
not preceeded on the highest lines. They 
were face to face with a great evil, and 
they had had little petty matters of 
personal inconvenience put forward—and 
that from the Party that talked of 
patriotism and Empire, and the making of 
sacrifice to maintain it. Surely, if there 
were some little personal inconvenience, 
in the face of a gigantic evil and a natio: al 
degradation like this it would be worth 
while to risk it in order to secure a more 
sober nation. 
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*Tue UNDER-SECRETARY or STATE 

FoR THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
CocuraNne, Ayrshire, N.) satd he had 
listened to the speech of the hon. 
Member for the Spen Valley with 
very great interest, beeause no doubt 
the hon. Member and his friends hoped 
and trusted that by legislation of 
this nature they would be able to do 
some good to their fellow-men. He had 
suggested that if the Second Reading 
were agreed to, the Bil! could be amended 
in Committee in the way some hon. 
Members desired. But was it open toa 
Committee so to amend the Bill? What 
was the title and scope of the Bill? It 
was a Bill to prohibit the sale of intosi- 
eating liquors on Sunday. Could it be 
amended so as merely to limit the 
number of hours of sale @ 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: The Irish 
Sunday Closing Biil bore the same title, 
but an Amendnient excepting from its 
operation five cities was carried in 
Committee. 

Mr. Whittaker. 


{COMMONS} 
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*Mr. COCHRANE said that was a per- 
fectly different thing. 
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Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: Not at all. 


*Mr. COCHRANE repeated that it was. 
They might except certain distr cts, but 
obviously an Amendment altering the 
Bul into one to limit the hours of sale 
might be ruled out of order by th 
Chairman of the Committee. 


Mr. PERKS said the preamble pro 
vided for any number of limitat ons 


*Mr. COCHRANE still maintained th:.t 
he was perfectly right, especially is the 
proposer had refrained from giving any 
undertaking. It was extreme!y incon- 
venient that the Bill was not in the 
hands of Members yesterday. Surely a 
criminal had a right to know by what 
rope he was to be hanged. The hon. 
Member for Salford had found the diffi- 
culty arising from that. He had been 
obliged to withdraw his statement about 
the Clyde steamboats. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: And also about 
Ireland. 


*Mr. GROVES: I simply withdrew the 
statement that liquor was sold on the 
steamboat;. It is consumed on them in 
enormcus quantities, 


*Mr. COCHRANE said that everyboi. 
who had been on a Clyde steamboat was 
aware of the mysterious bottles produced 
by passengers. The limited number of 
Members who had spoken in favour of 
the Bill was some measure of the little 
zeal felt for it. He did not think they 
believed in their hearts that a measure 
such as this was ever likely to be passed 
into law. It was a very familiar Bill. 
They had had it before them for thirty 
or forty years and it had never made 
any real progress, and so long as it 
embodied such extreme provisions it 
was not likely to. Its object was to 
entirely prohibit the Sunday sale of 
intoxicating liquors; and to except 
whom? the privileged classes of lodgers 
in hotels, and bondi fide travellers. 
Why should a lodger in an hotel be more 
entitled to get a glass of beer on Sunday 


than a lodger in some other house? Or 
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a man might lodge in a temperance 
hotel, but would he be less thirsty than 
if he lodged in another hotel? Why 
should a man living at home with his 
wife and family be debarred from getting 
his glass of beer when a man living at a 
hotel was allowed to do so? A working 
man had told him that morning that 
he was very fond on Sunday afternoon 
of taking a walk in the parks and 
listening to the lectures there—some 0: 
them temperance lectures—and, after 
that, he said he would be very glad 
indeed to get a glass of beer. No doubt 
the intentions of the promoters of the 
Bill were excellent. They desired to 
promote temperance and the observance 
of the Sabbath. But good intentions 
were not sufficient. They all knew 
the place which was said to be 
paved with good intentions. When a 
Bill restri- tive of public liberty was 
brought forward it must be shown that 
there was a reasonable prospect of its 
being a success and that it would do 
some good. This the proposer of the 
Bill had failed to do. The hon. Member 
for the Spen Valley no doubt set an 
admirable example which, if followed 
more genera!ly, would render such Bills 
as this unnecessary, 


*An HON. MEMBER: Why is it a 
spiendid example ? 


Mr. COCHRANE said the hon. Mem- 
ber had the courage of his convictions, 
and instead of going to his brother in the 
street and telling him he was a poor work- 
ing man, unfit to govern himself, and that 
therefore he should not be allowed to get 
a glass of beer if he wanted it, he ex- 
pressed his disapproval of liquor itself and 
denied himself the pleasure of taking it. 
Other hon. Membersdid not go that length. 
'hey were prepared to place obstacles in 
the way of the man who had been t piling 
all the week, knowing that they them- 
selves had their own cellars or their clubs, 
and could get their liquor on Sunday if 
they wished it. Nobody denied tha‘ acts 
of violence, crime, and insanity were 
caused by excessive drinking. But 
insanity was not always caused by beer- 
drinking. 


*Sir_ JOSEPH LEESE (Lancashire, 
Accrington): 25 per cent. of it is, 


{26 May 1905} 
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*Mr. COCHRANE stated that quite 
recently one of the greatest experts on 
insanity had said to him, “I am coming 
to the conclusion that drinking is not so 
much the cause of insanity as that 
insanity is the cause of drinking.” [AN 
Hon. MemBer—Excessive drinking !| 
Were teetotallers never insane? Some 
of them thought a proposition that they 
were never insane could not be sustained. 
He hoped excessive drinkers were in a 
great minority, and that they were a 
diminishing number. 


*Mr. HUNTER CRAIG (Lanarkshire, 
Govan): There are 800,000 drunkards 
in the United Kingdom. 


*Mr. COCHRANE: Thit was too 
many, and he would take every reasonable 
st2p he could to reduce the number. The 
Government had, in fact, done so. The 
measure passed la:t session would, he 
hoped, go far in that direction. It had 
been recognised by the Royal Commis- 
sioners that most people in this country 
still regarded a certain amount of alcohol 
as an ordinary article of diet, yet this 
Bill would prevent any ale>hol at all, 
whether taken in moderation or excess, 
being sold on Sunday. He could not sea 
on what ground. It was not a wrong 
thing to drink a glass of beer any more 
than it was to drink a bottle of ginger- 
beer; and if it was a wrong thing to 
drink a glass of beer on Sunday, it was 
wrong to drink it at all. 


Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): What is the difference between Sco:- 
land and Eagland 2 


“Mr. GROVES: 
and the other beer. 


Oxe consumes whisky 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: Will you repeal 
the Scotch Act? 


*Mr. COCHRANE said he would deal 
with Scotland later. The logical con- 
clusion of the hon, Gentleman who intro- 
duced the Bill was total prohibition, bus 
he did not come to that conclusion in his 
Bill, because he knew the country would 
not stand it forone moment. Withregard 
to Scotland, Sunday closing had there 
been in force for fifty years, and 
personally he preferred the evils they had 
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to flying to those he knew not of. 
knew the state of Scotland. 
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Mr. KILBRIDE (Kildare, 8.): Is that 
why you do not dissolve ? 


{COMMONS} 
He{the Act had come into force, but a 


| 
| 
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contrary tendency in the back streets, 
and an increase of drunkenness in private 
houses. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: What is the 


*Mr. COCHRANE replied that there | finding of the Commission ? 


was a time for all things. 
difference between England and Scot- 
land was a difference of national char- 
acter. In Scotland they preferred their 
aleohol in whisky, which he himself 
thought more wholesome than _ beer. 
Whisky could be kept from Saturday till 
Monday, but stale beer, he was informed, 
was anabomination. There was too much 
drunkenness in Scotland, and he feared 
that by Sunday closing they had to 
a certain extent done in Scotland what 
they might do here—driven out legitimate 
drinking in the public-house and en- 
couraged illegitimate drinking in the 
shebeen, and to the creation of fictitious 
bona fide travellers. That it was no idle 
fear had been substantiated by the result 
of the Welsh Sunday closing, which had 
been but a modified success. The Chief 
Constable of Monmouthshire had stated 
that there was a great deal of drunken- 
ness on the border, and that if Sunday 
closing was extended to that county 
drunkenness would increase and the whole 
county become as objectionable as the 
Welsh border was. 


Sir ALFRED THOMAS (Glamorgan- 
shire, E.) said that was not the opinion of 
the County Council of Monmouthshire, be- 
cause they had passed a vote in favour 
of the inclusion of Monmouthshire. 


*Mr. COCHRANE said the evidence to 
which he had referied was perhaps some- 
what out of date, but he had mentioned it 
as an instance in support of the point he 
was making—namely, that by prohibiting 
legitimate means of refreshment they 
often drove people to avail themselves 
of illegitimate means. He then quoted 
evidence of a number of witnesses to the 
effect that at Cardiff there had been an 
improvement in the main streets since 


The | 








*Mr. COCHRANE said he had not had 
time to refresh his memory with their 
recommendations. His point was that, 
at any rate in the early part of the period 
which followed the passage of the Act, a 
danger was shown of driving drinking into 
the back streets and private houses. 
If hon. Members who were making 
efforts to secure greater temperance had 
their way they would run the risk of 
creating greater evils. The Royal Com- 
mission on Licensing did not recommend 
entire closing. The majority thought 
that would be a step too far in advance 
of the public opinion of the day. He 
thought the Commission had reported 
too recently for a great chang: 
of opinion to have since taken place. If 
the House were to go the length of 
preventing any man getting a glass of 
beer on Sunday, they would open the 
way to the possibility of a great 
reaction which would probably throw 
back the cause of temperance. The view 


lof the Government was that hon, Mem- 


bers should vote on this Bill exactly as 
their opinions might guide them. 
Personally he regarded the danger of 
reaction as very real. The Bill could not 
be modified in the direction which the 
proposer had suggested, because it 
seemed to him that would be out of order. 
[“No, no!”] If hon. Members voted 
for the Bill they would be voting for a 
Bill which would deprive the citizens of 
this country of a very large measure of 
their liberty and freedom. He would 
have no hesitation in voting against the 
Second Reading. 


Question put. 


The House divided :-- Ayes, 108; Noes, 
114. (Division List No. 182.) 


AYES, 


Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Ambrose, Robert \ 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 


Mr, Cochrane. 


| Boland, John 


| Barlow, John Emmott 
| Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 


| Bright, Allan Heywood 


| Brown, Sir Alex. H. (Shropsh. 
| Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
| Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 
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Caldwell, James 


Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, sir H. 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Corbett, 'T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Denny, Colonel 

Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ifrench, Peter 

Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Gilhooly, James 

Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hain, Edward 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. 
Hammond, John 
Hardie,J. Keir( Merthyr ‘Lydvil) 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 


Richard B. 
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Higham, John Sharp 


Acland-Hood, Capt.Sir Alex. F. 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
\ustin, Sir John 

Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Barry, EK. (Cork, 8.) 

Barry, Sir Francis ‘Tl’. (Windsor) 
Bond, Edward 


Bowles, Lt.-Col. H. F.( Middlesex | 


Bowles, 'T. Gibson (King’s Lynn 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Cautley, Henry Strother 


John 


Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbyshire | 


Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Crean, Eugene 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, Rt. Hon.Sir Joseph C. 
Dixon-Hartland,Sir Fred Dixon 
Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Dyke, Rt.Hon.Sir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 


| 
| 
| 
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Horniman, Frederick John 
Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson, John 
Jones, David Bryamor(Swansea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan,W. 
Kilbride, Denis 

Lamont, Norman 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir Joseph F.( Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Moss, Samuel 

Norton, Capt. Cecil Willian 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert ‘Torrens 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Parrott, William 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Rea, Russell 

toberts, John Bryn (Kifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbichs.) 


NOES, 


Flower, Sir Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 


| Carfit, William 


| Godson, Sir Augustus Frederick 
| Goulding, Edward Alfred 
| Greene, Sir EW (BryS Edm nds 


j 


Greene,Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs. ) 


| Giretton, John 
| Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 


| 
| 





Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose 


VOL. CXLVI. 


[FourtH SkErtEs.] 


Gunter, Sir Robert 
Harrington, ‘Timothy 
Henderson, Sir A.(Stafford,W. ) 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hope, J F (Sheftield, Brightside 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Kimber, Sir Henry 

Knowles, Sir Lees 

Laucie, Lieut.-General 
Lawson,John Grant(YorksN.R 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Col. Charles W( Evesham 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Iver,Sir Lewis( EdinburghW. 
Maxwell,Rt Ho Sir H.E(Wigt’n 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. W. 
Mooney, John J. 
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Roche, John 

toe, Sir Thomas 

Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Russell, T. W. 

Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Slack, John Bamford 

Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Smith,H.C( North’ mb. Tyneside 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. M'Taggart 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, ‘Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, EF. 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R.) 
Wallace, Robert 

Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason, John Cathcart (Orkney 
White, George (Norfolk) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
| Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, Chas. Henry (Hull, W. 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W. R. 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson, J.W.(Worcestersh. N.) 
Woodhouse, SirJ.T.(Huddersf'd 





TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Perks and Mr. Cameron 
Corbett. 





) Morgan, David J( Walthamstow 
| Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
0’ Brien, Kendal(‘Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 

| O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly,James (Roscommon,N 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pym, C. Guy 

Rankin, Sir James 

Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

| Rolleston, Sir John F, L. 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Samuel,Sir Harry S( Limehouse 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
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Valentia, Viscount Wilson, A. Stanley(York,E.R.) | Tetners FoR THE NoEs—Sir 
Vincent,Col.Sir C E H(Sheffield | Wilson-Todd,Sir W.H(Yorks. ) | James Fergusson and Mr. 
Walker, Col. William Hall | Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath! | Moon. 

Whiteley, H.(Ashton und. Lyne | Wrightson, Sir ‘Thomas 


Whitmore, Charles Algernon | Young, Samuel 


Words added. Main Question, as | the provisions of this Bill. The fact was 
amended, put, and agreed to. that, so far as he understood the matter, 


there would be created under this Billa 
Second Reading put off for six months. large body of certificated engineers com- 
petent to take charge of engines and 
boilers connected with mines, and it would 
Pee ; pa pppp be an obvious advantage to colliery 
STEAM Bag glo ln (PER- owners when they were about to select 
men to take charge of engines and boilers 
that they should have this large body of 
Order for Second Reading read. competent persons who had obtained 
certificates from which to make their 
Mr. JOSEPH WALTON (Yorkshire, | selection. He thought that would be a 
W.R., Barnsley) said that this Bill was great advantage. 
passed in 1895, and again in 1901, when — By previous legislation this House 
it was referred to a Select Committee.) had shown that it regarded it as of 
{s that Committee did not feel that a the greatest importance that certificated 
necessity existed for it the promoters of men should be emploved in charge 
the Bill were prepared to limit the scope of engines and boilers where there was 
of the measure practically to mines. great risk to life in case of disaster 
This was not asmall matter, because there through ignorance or nevlect. Under 
were employed in coal mines alone no the Merchant Shipping Acts it was made 
fewer than 842,000 men and boys. Hon. obligatory that only certificated men 
Members would, therefore, realise that | should be in charg» of engines and 
this fact alone, in a question of safeguard- | boilers on vessels doing a foreign trade. 
ing and providing for the safety of life Tf for the safety of passengers and those 
and limb, was well deserving of the con- employed in the mercantile marine it 
sideration and attention of the House. was necessary to compel the owners of 
The Under-Secretary for the Home | ships to employ only certificated engineers 
Department, sneaking in 1901, said that to be placed in charge of engines and 
if the Bill had been confined to winding | boilers, was it not equally necessary tht 
engines it would have been a different | only certificat d men should be employed 
matter. Now the promoters of this Bill in mines in the same capacity? In the 
were prepared in Committee to have it |Report of the Select Committee there 
amended so as to apply to mines only. | appeared a calculation that in fifty weeks 
It was stated in the Report of the during which the men employed in 
Committee that the passing of this | collieries worked five days per week no 
measure Would remove the responsibility | less than 156,000,000 persons would be 
for the employment of competent | raised and lowered by — enginemen 
persons in charge of engines and boilers | employed in mines. He thought it was 
from the owners and users of steam. Hea reasonable request that similar pro- 
was quite aware that under the Coal tec tion to that which was given to the 
Mines Regulation Act of 1887 there were | | tr avelling public in the case of steam- 
most admirab!e provisions imposing upon | ships employed in a foreign trade should 
the owner the necessity of employing | be extended to coal mines. He trus‘ed 
certificate | managers, and regulations for | that a Second Reading would again be 
the guidance of those in charge of boilers | given to this Bill, and although the 
and engines, but that added an additional | measure as it stood applied to other 
safeguard to that the Bill provided, | trades, hon. Members might rest assured 
because it did not require the mine- ‘that the promoters would be prepared in 
owner to make very revolutionary | Committee to apply the Bill to mines 
changes in order to carry into operation | and to mines only. 


[Second READING]. 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, | 
“That the Bill be now read a second | 
time,” 


Str WILLIAM TOMLINSON (Preston) | 


thought the House had some right to 
complain of the way this Bill 
had been introduced. Three or four 
years ago this measure was read a 
second time, on the understanding 


(26 May 1905} 


that it was to go to a Select Committee. | 


It was sent to a Select Committee and 
they reported strongly against it as it 
stood at the present moment. Having 
the decision of that Committee before 
them, he should have thought that the 
promoters of this Bill would have put it 
in such a form as had now been suggested 
and apply it to mines only, but nothing 
of the kind had been done. 


Mr. JOSEPH WALTON said he had 
already informed the House that the 
promoters of the Bill were willing in Com- 
mittee to strike out all parts which did 
not apply to mines. 


Sir WILLIAM TOMLINSON said the 
Bill ought not to be presented to the 
House in this way. What sort of a Bill 
was it going to be when it was cut down 
in this fashion and applied to mines only. 
Would it apply to persons in charge of 
boilers as well as steam engines ? 

JOSEPH WALTON: Certainly. 

Sir WILLIAMTOMLINSON said boilers 
were no more dangerous in mines than 
in other places, and as a matter of fact 
there were fewer accidents in mines from 
this cause. Under the Coal Mines Regu- 
lation Act the owner or the agent of a 
coal mine wes personally liable in regard 
to negligence in this matter, and if in- 
competent persons were employed to 
manage boilers or engines they could be 
fined or sent to prison, 


Sin FREDERICK BANBURY (Cam- 
berwell, Peckham) called attention to the 
fact that forty Members were not present. 


House counted and forty Members 
being found present, 


Sir WILLIAM TOMLINSON resumed 
his speech, He wished that the hon. Mem- 
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| ber who had moved the Second Reading 
of the Bill had gone a little more into 
detail as to what the Report of the Com- 
| mittee contained. When he went to the 
library to try to secure a copy of the 
Report he found that the hon. Member 
had already taken it into the House. He 
was quite certain that the Committee 
did not recommend that the Bill should 
apply to mines only. 


Mr. JOSEPH WALTON: But the 
Secretary for the Home Department 
suggested that if it applied to mines 
only that would be quite a different 
matter. 


Sir WILLIAM TOMLINSON said the 
hon. Member had introduced a Bill on 
| which a Select Committee had reported 
adversely, and then he came and told 
the House that the promoters were 
willing to make it applicable only to 
certain classes of engines and boilers. 
|The Report of the Committee was not 
that the Bill should be cut down to one 
applicable to mines only, where, indeed, 
‘the regulations should be of greater 
severity than inother cases. Some atten- 
tion should have been given to thosepara- 
graphs in the Report which showed how 
completely illusory the Bill was. What 
Was now proposed was to cut out certain 
absurd parts of the Bill, to leave all the 
other absurdities as they stood, and then 
to say that they would only apply to 
mines, Any more absurd proposal he 
had never seen in his experience of that 
House. ‘The Bill was intended to apply 
to persons in charge of engines and boilers. 
Clause 3 provided— 

‘The term ‘ boiler’ shall mean and include 
only a closed vessel having a steam pressure of 
ten pounds to the square inch and upwards, 
as may be used for generating steam, or for 
heating water, or for heating other liquids, 
or into which steam is admitted for heating, 
steaming, boiling, or other similar purposes ; 
the term ‘engine’ means any engine used in 
the production of motive power, ‘and worked 


by steam from a boiler ; the term * horse-power ’ 
means nomiuin: ul hor: se- pow er. 





Clause 4 exempted from the application 
of the Bill— 


‘Any boiler or engine used exclusively for 
Pas: agric ultural, or farming purposes, or 
any boiler or engine used in the service of His 
Majesty, or any boiler or engine used by a 
railway company, or any boiler or engine 





used on board a steamship having a certificate 
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from the Board of Trade, or any road traction- 
engine or steam-roller.” 

The Report of the Committee showed 
how absurd that proposal was. The 
scheme of the Bill was to provide two 
classes of certificates, the qualifications 
required being described in Clause 6 as 
follows— 
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“(i,) A person taking charge or control of any 
boiler or engine to which this Act applies, of 
five horse-power or upwards, or of any engine 
to which this Act applies, used for winding 
workmen or minerals up or down the shaft of a 
mine, must hold a first-class certificate or a 
special certificate of service under this Act ; 
(ii.) A person taking charge or control of any 
other boiler or engine to which this Act applies 
must be the holder either of such a certificate 
as aforesaid or of a second-class certificate under 
this Act.” 

The Report of the Committee con- 
demned the proposal in regard to the 
second-class certificates as perfectly 
illusory. If such certificates were granted 
they would only result in increasing the 
danger by creating a false sense of security, 
because they would afford no guarantee 
whatever of the qualifications of a person 
who had the management of a boiler or 
engine. Clavse 7 provided that the 
penalty for taking, or employing to take, 
charge or control of a boiler or engine 
without the qualification required by the 
Act was to be a penalty of forty shil- 
lings for the first offence, and ten pounds 
for the second offence. Far heavier 
penalties were imposed under the present 
law in connection with the working of 
machinery at mines. He would remind 
the House that the Workmen’s Compen- 
sition Act contained provisions which 
operated very usefully in the direction 
of securing safety. [An Hon. Memper: 
Does that prevent accidents?] Jt did 
not prevent accidents. nor would this 
Bill. He took no exception to the severity 
of the regulations under which the 
owaers and managers of mines were 
obliged to work. The workmen ought 
to be protected by the strictest provisions 
in the carrying on of their dangerous oc- 
cupation, but he maintained that the 
conditions which secured safety in the 
carrying on of industries were not 
strengthened by the illusory protection 
proposed to be given by this Bill. 

Another objection to the Bill was that 
the responsibility was diffused over two 
Government Departments. The latter 
Sir Wiliam Tomlinson, 
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| were now very few. 
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part of Clause 6 provided that the Bo rd 
of Trade was to have power to make 
certain regulations in regard to the 
certificates, while Clause 10 provided that 
all certificates should be made in dupli- 
cate, one part to be delivered to the person 
entitled to the certificate, and the other 
to be ‘kept in such manner as a Secre- 
tary of State directs.” His fundamental 
objeciion to the whole scheme of the Bill 
was that such Certificates as were pro- 
posed to be granted would not form 
a proper test of the fitness of a man to 
manage an engine or boiler. By far the 
most important qualifications required 
were those moral qualities which could 
not be tested by examinations. A man 
might be able to pass an examination, 
and yet not have the nerve or force 
of character necessary in one who had 
the control of engines and boilers, and 
this was especially true in the case of 
mines. Accidents from over - winding 
This was partly be- 
cause of the precautions which the dis- 
coveries of science had enabled mineowners 
to adopt, and partly owing to the fact that 
great care was always taken to see that 
those in charge of mining operations 
were fully qualified. [An Hox. MemBrr: 
A good argument for the Bill.] He 
begged to move that the Bill be read 
a second time upon tha’ day six months. 


*Sir FRANCIS POWELL (Wigan) 
seconded the Amendment. He was a 
imember of the Select Committee which 
considered the Bill brought forward in 
a former year, and he thought those who 
investigated the provisions of the measure 
at that time had some reason to complain 
that exactly the same Bill had been 
reintroduced now. Not the slightest 
respect had been paid by the promoters 
of this Bill to the evidence of the wit- 
nesses, or to the Report of the Select 
Committee. He confessed that the part 
of the case which then impressed him 
most was the absolute, paramount. 
and governing importance of mora! 
qualities on the part of those who had 
charge of boilers—not merely moral 
qualities in the sense of steadiness and 
sobriety, but those qualities of a purely 
intellectual character which enabled a 
person in charge Of a boiler to act with 
decision ata critical moment. 
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Mr. JOSEPH WALTON: Do moral | 


tdjournment 


qualities include a 
machinery ? 


hon. Member would allow him to proceed. 
He knew as much abcut the subject as 
the hon. Member. A comparison had 
been drawn between men to whom 
this Bill would apply, and men in charge 
of marine boilers. It seemed to him that 
there was no analogy whatever. To 
have charge of engines and boilers on a 


ship in mid-Atlantic was quite a different | 


thing from having charge of engines and 
boilers on land, where public opinion 
could be brought to bear on 
his conduct could be kept 
daily review. Speaking as a layman 
in these matters he thought the 
promoters of the Bill held somewhat 
exaggerated views as to the length of 
time required in order to obtain the 
necessary knowledge and experience. 
Another thing which had struck him was 
that a man might be very fit in one year 
to hold a certificate of the nature pro- 
posed, while at the end of a certain 
number of years he might have lost his 
skill and be no longer the man he formerly 
was. He and some of the other members 
of the Committee thought that a certifi- 


cate under such circumstances, so far | 


from being a protection, might be a 
snare and a trap. It should be re- 


membered that employers had not only | 
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knowledge of | 


the | 
selection of the individual and where | 
under | 
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a strong interest in taking precautions 
for protecting the life and limb of their 
workmen, but also in providing for the 


_ proper management of their machinery. 
*Sir FRANCIS POWELL hoped the 


They did not wish to risk precious 
machinery to incompetent persons. The 


safety of property was a consideration 
‘inferior to the protection of life ; never- 


theless, ifindustry was to go on, property 
must be secured. 


And, it being half-past Five of the 
clock, the Debate stood adjourned. 
Debate to be resumed upon Monday 
next. 


TRADES UNIONS AND TRADE DISPUTES 
BILL. 
Order for consideration, as amended 
(by the Standing Committee), read, and 
discharged. Bill withdrawn. 


PUBLIC ACCOUNTS COMMITTEE, 
First Report brought up, and read. 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed, [No. 176.] 


Whereupon Mr. Deputy-Speaker 
adjourned the House without Question 
put, in pursuance of Standing Order 
No. 3. 


Adjourned at twenty-eight minutes 
hefore Six o'clock till Monday 
next. 
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APPENDIX I. 


PUBLIC BILLS 
DEALT WITH IN VOLUME 


Those marked thus* are Government Bills. 
the last column refer to the page in this volume. 
indicates that the Bill eriginated in the Lords. 


CXLVI. 


The figures in parentheses in 
“fa..]” 


following title 





‘Public Health Acts Amend- 


(A.) 


House or Lorps. 





Title of Bill. Brought in by 


Lord Balfour 
Burleigh 


Advertisement Regulations 


[H.L. | 


Closing of Licensed Premises 
(Christmas Day) (Ireland) 


Lord Avebury 


Lord Archbishop 


Cunterbury 


Ecclesiastical Commissioners 
(No. 2) (H.1.] 


*Extradition [H.L. | Lord Chancellor 


*Naval and Military Medals 
| HLL. | 


Lord Hylton 
ment [H.L. ] 


Publie Meetings Facilities = Lord Burghelers 


Polling Arrangements (Par- Lord Monksavell 
liamentary Boroughs) 
{H.L.] 


Lord Monkswell 


Polling Arrangements 


(County Councils) [H.1. | 


* Supreme Court of Judica- Lord Ashbourne 


ture Ireland (No. 1) [H.L.] 


*supreme Court of Judica- Lord Ashbourne 


ture Ireland (No. 2) [H.L. | 
*Workmen’s Compensation Lord Belper. 
{H.1.] 





Burl of Donoughinore 





VOL. CXLVI. [Fourtu Series. ] 3 


Progress. 


Committee 15th May (239) 


2nd Reading 11th May (8) 
2nd Reading 23rd May (1105) 


Read 1" 12th May (166) 


Read 1" 22nd May (920) 
Read 2" 25th May (1352) 


Read 2" 1th May (245) 
Committee 25th May (1352) 


Read 2 11th May (10) 


Read 2¢ 23rd May (1087) 


Read 2“ Lith May (7) 

Committee ) 

Report | 

Read 3° and passed 19th May 
(856) 

Read 27 11th May (6) 

Committee | 

Report | 

Read 3° and passed 19th May 
(S56) 

Read 1 18th May (72s) 

Read 2" 22nd May (936) 

Committee ) 

teport / 


16th May (405) 


l6th May (405) 


25th May (1352) 


Read 1” Isth May (72s) 
Read 2" 25th May (1353) 


Report 22nd May (920) 








(B. 


Vitle of Bill. | 


) House or Commons. 


Brought in by 





*Agricultural Rates Act, 
1896, &e., Continuance 


* Alkali, ete., works 

Architects’ Registration 

Canals 

Closing of Licensed Premises 
(St. Patrick’s Day) (Ire. | 
land) 


Elementary Education 
(School Attendance) [21 9 


*Finance 


*¥Government Ships | 


Land = Values Taxation 


(Scotland) 
MerchantShipping (Pilotage) 


Sale of  Intoxieants to 
Children [1.1 | 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors 
(Sunday) 


Salmon: Fishery Law Amend- 
ment 


Steam Engines and Boilers 


(Persons in Charge) 
Sunday Trading (Scotland) 


Trades Unions and Trade 
Disputes | 


*Valuation (Ireland) 


Vehicles Lights 


Women’s Enfranchisement 


| Mr. 


Mr. 


Long 


Gerald Balfour 


Mr. Atherley Jones 
Mr. Barron 
Mr. O Mure 
Mi e Yorall 


Mr. ‘ 


Mr. 


el 
S 


Pretymau 


ae linsworth 


Sir 1. S. King 


Mr. 


ir John Dovington 


ii rhs 
Mi. Grenfell 
Mr. Toseph Walton 
Mr. C. Corhett 
Mi. Whittaker 
Mr. Atkinson 
Mr. Biquood 
Mr. Slaci 





Progress. 


Committee 17th May (631) 


Read 1° 22nd May (990) 
Read 1° 15th May (307) 
Bill withdrawn 26th May (1536) 


| Bill withdrawn 25th May (1511) 





tusten Chamberlain 


Read 1° 15th May (306) 


2nd Reading 15th May (307 
16th May (501) 5sz 

| Committee 22nd May (1028) 

| » 23rd May (1140) (1192 

» 24th May /1250) 


2nd Reading t7th May (685) 


Read 2’ 19th May (866) 


| Read 1° 11th May (164) 


Bill withdrawn 25th May (1420): 


| 2nd Reading (adjourned) 26th 
May (1537) 


| Read 1° 15th May (307) 


| 2nd Reading (adjourned) 26th 


| May (1579) 


| Read 1° 15th May (306) 


| Bill withdrawn 26th May (1586) 


Read 1° 15th May (306) 
2nd Reading defeated 
May (181) 


2nd Reading adjourned 12th 
May (217) 


12th 
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List OF RULEs, OrvERs, &c., which have been presented during the Session, and are 
required by Statute to lie for an appointed number of Days upon the Table of 
the House. 





In Continuation of List given in precediny Volume. 





Date from which — Period to lie upon 


Vite of Paper the Period runs. the Table. 


Education (Scotland) (Continuation Classes),—Copy ot 15 May One month 
Code of Regulations for Continuation Classes provid 
ing further Instruction for those who have left school, 
j 1905 [35 and 36 Vie., ¢. 62, s. 67] 


Public Reeords (Office of Land Revenue Records andl 16 May t weeks 
Enrolments),—Copy of Schedule containing a List and 
Particulars of Classes of Documents in the Oflice of 
Land Revenue Records and Enrolments which are 
not considered of sufficient public value to justify 
their preservation in the Public Record Office {40 and 
tl Vic., ¢. 55,8. 1] 


) Inebriate Reformatories (Seotland) (Reyulations), 25 May + weeks 
Copy of General Regulations for the management 
and discipline of certified Inebriate Reformatories in 
Seotland [61 and 62 Vie., ¢. 60.5. 21] 


Railways (Certificates) (Ewell and Long Grove Rail 29 May 6 weeks 
way),—Copy of Draft Certificate of the Board of 
)}. trade authorising the construction of a Railway trom 
| Ewell to Long Grove [27 and 28 Vie., ¢. 120, s. 14 
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